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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Wirz racarp to the state of affairs at Judges’ Cham~ 
bers, a correspondent, writing yesterday, says :—“ The 
ents at. Judges’ Chambers, whatever they may 
be meant to be by the judge or his clerks, were to-day no- 
thingmore than this: —Thejudge (Mr. Justice Lush) took 
judgment summonses at eleven, his clerk stood outside 
the door of the judge’s room and took the summonses 
as they were handed to him, and called them over in 
rotation one after the other. You could only tell how 
far off you were by observing the number of sum- 
monses inthe hands of the clerk. There was, it is 
true, a list fixed to the wall, but it did not bear any 
date, and my summonses (which were both heard) were: 
not in it, although both were handed to the judge’s 
clerk punctually at eleven o’clock.”’ 





Wir THE MeMory fresh in our minds of the “ purely 
theoretical question,” as Lord Derby called it, raised 
by the political authorities of the United States, in 
Winslow's case, as to the construction of the extradition 
treaty, it is curious to find a judicialauthority of the United 
States deciding against the very view which was upheld 
with such tenacity by Mr. Fish. It appears from an 
American legal journal that a man of the name of Hawes, 
who was treasurer of the city of Covington, in Kentucky, 
was extradited from Canada upon a charge of forgery, 
and was tried and acquitted. He was then called upon to 
answer a charge of embezzlement, which is not an 
offence embraced within the provisions of the treaty ra- 
lating to extradition. He refused to plead, and asked 
for a discharge without trial, and an opportunity to re- 
turn to Canada. After an exhaustive argument by 
counsel, Judge Jackson, of Louisville, granted the re- 
quest. His judgment maintains that extradition is not 
8 matter of natural obligation, but rests wholly upon 
express treaty stipulations, which cannot be extended 
by construction; that the enumeration of certain crimes 
in a treaty operates as an exclusion of all others, and 
that, without any express stipulation, there isan implied 
obligation to try for no crims other than that 
named in the warrant of extradition; and he held that 
it was the duty of courts to observe this implied obliga- 
tion of a public treaty. 





AN INTERESTING PorvT in the law of evidence arose on 
Tuesday during the trial of the Penge case. Dr. Evers- 
field was called as a witness for the defence, in order to 
give his opinion as to the cause of Harriet Staunton’s 
death ; it appeared, however, that he had not been in 
court when the medical evidence was given, but had 

his opinion upon a perusal of the depositions 
and the notes of the proceedings at the post-mortem 
amination. Mr. Justice Hawkins pointed out the 
objection to this evidence, observing that it was 
most: unsatisfactory to have the opinions of the 
Medical witnesses for the prosecution contradicted, 





not by a person who heard them, but by a persom 
whose opinion was “formed on something not before 
the jury.” Counsel then proposed to confine his ques- 
tions to the post-mortem examination, but on the judge's 
pointing out that the witness could only be asked his 
opinion hypothetically, and that hi$ opinion depended om 
an ‘‘if,’ the witness was withdrawn. The learned 
judge, if we may be permitted to say eo, was clearly 
right in discouraging the evidence first offered. The 
only medical expert opinion as to the particular case 
(as distinguished from opinion on abstract questions) 
which ought to have any weight’ with a jury is ob- 
viously an opinion founded on the evidence giver 
before them; and the only way of insuring that suck 
evidence has been completely and. correctly laid before 
the medical expert is to require that he should be 
present while it is being given. It was only, indeed, 
by slow degrees, and with much hesitation, that the 
practice of tendering medical witnesses te give am 
opinion on the evidence they have heard was admitted. 
In R. v. Wright (Russ. & Ry. 456) the question was 
raised whether a medical witness, who had heard all the 
evidence, might be asked if he thought that certain ap- 
pearances, proved by other witnesses, were symptoms of 
the prisoner’s insanity. The judges came to no formal 
resolution, but thought such a question could be put, 
though some of them doubted whether the witness 
could be asked if, in his opinion, derived from the 
evidence, the act with which the prisoner was 
charged was an act of insanity, since that was the very 
matter which the jury had to decide. In R. v. Searle 
(I Moo. & Rob. 75) Mr. Justice Park doubted at first 
whether a physician, who had heard the whole evidence, 
could be called to give his opinion as to the prisoner's 


‘insanity, but on the authority of R. v. Wright, he 


allowed the questions to be put. The same. point was 
involved in the questions put by ‘the House of Lords to 


| the judges in M‘Naghten’s case (10 C. & F. 200), one 


of those questions being, “Can a medical man con- 
versant with the disease of insanity, who never saw the 
prisoner previously to the trial, but who was present 


during the whole trial, be asked his opinion as to the 


state of the prisoner’s mind?” Mr. Justice Maule held 
that there was nothing to exclude such evidence, but 
the majority of the judges answeredthe question less 
unreservedly: “‘ We think the medical man, under the 
circumstances supposed, cannot in strictness be asked 
his opinion in the terms above stated, because each of 
those questicns involves the determination of the truth 
of the facts deposed to, which it is for the jury to decide, 
and the questions are not mere questions upon a matter 
of science, in which case such evidence is admissible. 
But where the facts are admitted or not disputed, and 
the question becomes substantially one of science only, 
it may be convenient to allow the question to be put in 
that general form, though the same cannot be insisted 
on as a matter of right.” | 





A CURIOUS AND NOVEL QuEstion in criminal law has been 
raised before the High Court of the North-West Pro- 
vinces of India—namely, whether a married man who 
(during his wife’s lifetime) causes the publication of 
banns of marriage between himself and another woman 
can be punished for an attempt to commit bigamy. The 
last section of the Indian Penal Code (section 511) con- 
tains the sweeping enactment that, “‘ whoever attempts to 
commit an offence punishable by this Code with trans- 
portation or imprisunment, or to cause such an offence 
to be committed, and in such attempt does any act 
towards the commission of the offence, shall (where uo 
express provision is made by this Code for the punishk- 
ment of such attempt) be punished with trans tion 
or imprisonment of any description provided for the 
offence, for a term of transportation or imprisonment 
which may extend to one-half of the longest term pro- 
vided for that offence, or with such fine as is provided 
for the offence, or with both.” The prisoner, a Euro- 
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pean, had been found guilty by a jury in the sessions 
court at Agra, and the sessions judge had sentenced 
him to three years’ rigorous imprisonment, on the ground 
that he had attempted to commit the offence of bigamy, 
which is, by the 494th section of the Code, punishable 
with imprisonment for a term not exceeding seven years. 
On appeal, however, the conviction was quashed by Mr. 
Justice Pearson, who said that an attempt to commit an 
offence must be something more than mere intention or 
preparation, and cited a passage from Mr. Mayne’s 
commentary on the 511th section of the Code to the 
effect that “ preparation consists in devising or arranging 
the means or measures necessary for the commission 
of the offence; the attempt is the direct movement 
towards the commission after the preparations have been 
made.”’ His lordship, therefore, quashed the conviction, 
on the ground that the prisoner had done nothing more 
than make preparations for committing bigamy, and 
that “common sense forbids us to regard either the 
publication of banns or the procuring of the licence as a 
part of the marriage ceremony.” 





Mr. Justice Lorzs was the vacation judge on Thurs- 
day, and disposed of his whole list of thirty applications ; 
but out of these no fewer than fourteen were either 
settled or stood over. A “light and air’’ case had been 
adjourned for the argument of a legal point, taken by 
the defendants, that the easement had been extinguished 
by unity of seisin. It appeared that the dominant and ser- 
vienttenements had in 1869 belonged to the same persons, 
and were then sold by auction and snbsequently conveyed, 
the one to the persons under whom the plaintiff claimed, 
the other to those under whom the defendants claimed. 
‘The two houses, which had been built nearly sixty years, 
had, however, never been in the same occupation, and 
the court was favoured with a long and ingenious argu- 
ment, based on Ladyman v. Grave (19 W. R. 863, L. R. 
6Ch. 763), thatthe easement had not been extinguished at 
all, there being, infact, no uni ty of possession, as well as of 
seisin, of the two houses. The judge considered the 
point too doubtful for decision on the interlocutory appli- 
eation, and allowed the motion to stand to the hearing, 
the defendants giving an undertaking to pull down their 
buildings if then ordered to do so by the court. In 
another action a decree for a dissolution of a partnership 
had been made as lately as the 13th inst., and the parties 
were already involved in fresh disputes, cross motions 
being made to commit each other for contempt. The 
complaints were, on the part of the plaintiff, that the de- 
fendant was issuing advertisements stating, in effect, that 
he was carrying on the business owing to the retirement of 
the plaintiff, and, on the part of the defendant, that the 
plaintiff, who, by the decree, had been appointed receiver 
and manager on giving security, had, before perfecting 
such security, been dealing with the assets and carrying 
on the business. Eventually, Mr. Justice Lopes made 
no order on either motion, undertakings being given by 
the plaintiff and the defendant, the one only to receive a 
certain amount and apply it to partnership purposes, 
and to get the receivership security passed within a 
fortnight, and the other to withdraw his objectionable 
advertisements in the same papers in which they had 
originally appeared. It is almost needless to say that 
each party was allowed to bear his own costs, 





Two LITTLE PARAGRAPHS appeared yesterday in close 
proximity in the columns of the Times. The first stated 
that Mr. Vernon Lushington, Q.C., had resigned the 
office of Permanent Secretary to the Admiralty, and was 
to be allowed to retire, on a pension of £900 a year; 
while, n the next paragraph, a correspondent intimated 
that Mr. Martineau was to be transferred to the Sussex 
County Court Circuit, and that Mr. Vernon Lushington, 
Q.C. had been appointed to succeed Mr. Martineau. 
We shall be slow to believe that such an extraordinary 
arrangement can have been made, 
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THE TRUSTEE’S DUTY. 
II. 


(2) The trustee must not unnecessarily act by the hand 
of another. 


If, without necessity, arising from the ordinary course 
of business, a trustee or executor intrusts the care or 
possession of any part of the trust property to a person 
who fails, or appropriates it, the trustee or executor wil] 
be liable to replace the trust property (Clough v. Bond, 
3 My. & Cr. 490, 497; Langford v. Gascoyne, 11 Veg, 
333). 

This rule applies even where the person to whom ex. 
clusive possession is given is a co-trustee or co-executor, 
An executor who hands over assets of his testator tog 
co-executor, by whom they are misapplied, will be 
answerable for such misapplication, because he has 
legal right to retain them,* and it is his duty to do so 
(see judgment in Davis v. Spurling, 1 Russ. & My. at 
p. 66; T'rutch v. Lamprell, 20 Beav. 116). Hence trustees 
placing trust-money in the hands of a co-trustee on an 
undertaking by him to replace it (Hx parte Shakeshaft, 
3 Bro. C. C. 197), or ona note of hand (Keble v. Thomp- 
son, Ibid. 112), will be personally liable for the money, 
And where a trust fund is placed by trustees in the 
hands of one of their number for the purpose of in. 
vestment or payment over, the other trustees must be 
careful to ascertain that such investment or payment 
has been accomplished; if they neglect to do s 
they may be held liable for the default of their 
co-trustee (see Broadhurst v. Balguy, 1 Y. & 0. ©. 0, 
16). Trustees, on the representation of a co-trustee 
that he had found an eligible mortgage, without in- 
quiring into the matter, executed a power of attorney 
to enable the co-trustee to sell stock belonging to the 
trust estate in order to invest on the mortgage security; 
the co-trustee, after selling the stock, absconded; the other 
trustees were held liable (Hanbury v. Kirkland, 3 Sim. 
265). The proceeds of the sale of stock in which a trust 
fund had been invested were paid by the broker 
to one of two trustees, in the presence of the other, 
and the recipient was permitted by the other trustee to 
retain the money in order to pay the cestuis que trust, 
this he failed to do, and afterwards became insolvent; 
the other trustee was held liable (Curtis v. Mason, 12 
L. J. Ch. 442). Two trustees had properly sold out 
consols, part of the trust estate; the stockbroker put 4 
cheque for a part of the proceeds into the hands of one 
trustee, who handed it to the other, on a suggestion by 
the latter that he had claims against the person bene- 
ficially interested, which he would first settle, and then 
hand over the balance to her. Instead of doing this, 
he applied the cheque to his own use, A decree was 
made for payment, with costs, against both the trustees 
(Trutch v. Lamprell, 20 Beav. 116). 

Of course, to render trustees liable for handing 
over the property to a co-trustee, the possession by the 
co-trustee must be with the consent and knowledge of 
the other trustees. Trustees will not be liable for money 
which their co-trustee has got into his possession by an 
act of dishonesty, in fraudulently substituting a new 
crossing on a cheque delivered into his hands for the put+ 
pose of paying into the bank with whose name the cheque 
08) crossed (Barnard v. Bagshaw, 3 D. G. J. & 8. 
355). 

An executor who hands over to his co-executor 4 
portion of the assets for the express purpose of a special 
administration, as, for instance, for the payment of @ 
particular debt, will not be liable for the misappropria- 
tion by his co-executor of the sum so handed over (see 
judgment in Davis v. Spurling, 1 Russ. & My. at p. 66). 
And an executor is not liable for property h 
over to his co-executor ‘‘in the discharge of a necessary 
duty of the executor.” For instance, “ an executor living 





* The rule is, of course, applicable only where this legal right 


exists (see Davis v. Spurting, 1 Russ. & My. 64). 





Pe ae Se ey 


a ef «= @ & «4 os Oo 


aS ee ee ee a ae oe ae 


—ot 46 = oe ot oS ee oe he oe eee ~~ oe ee et ee a on Ors oe Ofte pee te 








ud 


© SRR RS 


od 


SRP aStS @ oP 


Troe 


Roa PTF R- OMT SH HWOaAS 


bos. Se Oo SF 


Be rasueRom BEF PN oot 


e he 


Elas ars: 





' money recovered, beyond his costs (Hx parte Townsend, 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 





883 





oO 
in London, is to pay debts in Suffolk, and remits money 
to his co-executor to pay those debts; he is considered 
to dothis of necessity; he could not transact the business 
without trusting some persons, and it would be impossible 
for him to discharge his duty if he were made respon- 
ible where he remitted to a person to whom he would 
have given credit, and would in his own business have 
remitted money in the same way. It would be the 
game, were one executor in India and another in 
England; there the co-executor is appointed for the 
of carrying on such a transaction; and the 
executor is not responsible; for he must remit to some- 
body and he cannot be wrong if he remits to the person 
in whom the testator himself reposed confidence” (judg- 
ment in Joy v. Campbell, 1 Sch. & Lef. at p. 342). 
An executor, residing in London, shortly after the death of 
the testator, advanced money to a co-executor, who lived 
in the same county as the testator, and had been his 
attorney, in order to enable the co-executor to pay 
funeral expenses and local debts, and the co-executor, 
after paying some of the debts, died insolvent; the 
‘other executor was allowed in his discharge the sums 
so advanced by him (Bacon v. Bacon, 5 Ves. 331). 

But an executor, having a fund standing in the joint 
names of himself and another, cannot, upon the mere 
representation of the co-executor that the money is 
required for payment of debts, be justified in handing 
over the fund to him. The person to whom the repre- 
sentation is made has imposed upon him at least ordin- 
ary and reasonable diligence to inquire whether the 
representation is true (Shipbrook v. Hinchinbrook, 1 Ves. 
at p. 245). 

A fortiori where possession of the trust property is 
given by trustees to third persons without necessity, the 
trustees will be held liabJe for losses thereby occasioned. 
The assignees of a bankrupt allowed an attorney, whom 
they had employed to recover debts due to the estate. to 
receive money, with which he absconded; it was held 
that the assignees were accountable, because, although 
there was a necessity to employ the attorney, there was 
no necessity to permit him to receive any part of the 


1 Molloy, 139). 


One of the most usual modes in which this liability is 
incurred is by handing over trust-money to a person to 
invest. If trustees, instead of themselves seoing to the 
investment of the trust fund, delegate that duty to their 
solicitor, handing over the trust-money to him, they will 
be liable to refund the money if it should be 
misapplied or lost (Rowland v. Witherden, 3 Mac. 
& G. 568; Ingle v. Purtridge, 32 Beav. 661 ; Bostock 
v. Floyer, L. R.1 Eq. 26). Trustees who hand over 
the trust-money to be invested on mortgage ought 
to satisfy themselves in some other way than by the 
mere assurance of the person who undertakes to invest 
it, and by payments made by him for interest, that the 
money has really been advanced on mortgage. They 
should at least require a sight of the mortgage deed 
{Ibid.), and it would be prudent to make inquiry of the 
yon named as mortgagor, whether the mortgage deed 

really been executed by him. In a recent case, a 
solicitor in good practice and repute, to whom a trustee 
had handed a trust fund for the purpose of re-investment, 
appropriated the money, but delivered to the trustee a 
number of deeds and documents of title, including a 
fictitious conditional surrender of lands within a manor 
of which the solicitor was steward, and which were the 
Property of the person expressed to be the surrenderor, 
and thereafter regularly paid the interest up to the time 
of his death. The trustee was decreed to replace the 
trust fund, with interest at four per cent. since the last 
Rr of interest (Bostock v. Floyer, 14 W. R. 120, 

R. 1 Eq, 26). 

But where trustees place trust property in the hands 
at other persons in the ordinary course of business 
{Clough v. Bond, 3 My. & Cr. at p. 497), they are not 


Belchier,1 Ambl. at p. 219). This principle has been 
frequently recognized and acted upon. A trustee who 
lodges trust-money in a separate account with a banker, 
in good credit, for a reasonable time, and in the usual 
course of business, will not be liable for the loss of the 
money by the failure of the banker (dams v. Claxton, 
6 Ves. 226). 

If, however, instead of distinguishing it, the trustee 
pays the money into his own account, he will have to 
bear the loss occasioned by the stoppage of the bank 
(Macdonnell v. Harding, 7 Sim. 178). The trustee 
must also be careful not to leave the trust money for 
an unreasonable time at the bank. What is a reason- 
able time must of course vary with the circumstances 
of each case; but it seems there is no case in 
which executors who have merely left moneys belong- 
ing tothe estate in the hands of the bankers of the 
testator for a period of no more than nine months 
after his decease have been held liable to make good 
the fund lost by the failure of the bankers (Johnson 
v. Newton, 11 Hare, 167, see Fenwick v. Clarke, 31 
L. J. Ch. 728); and executors who can show that 
it was necessary for the purposes of the will to 
have a balance in hand will not be liable for the 
failure of, the bankers in whose hands they had 
kept such balance (Darke v. Martyn, 1 Beav. at p. 526). 
Trustees, under a will containing an express direction to 
invest the surplus, who left a part of the trust 
estate lying at a banker’s for more than a year after 
the death of the testator, without any sufficient 
reason, were charged with the loss arising from the 
To of the banker (Moyle v. Moyle, 2 Russ. & My. 
10). 

If a trustee, acting in the usual method of business, 
employs a broker, in good credit at the time, to sell a 
portion of the trust estate, and the broker fails while the 
produce of the sale is in his hands, the loss will fall on 
the trust estate (Ea parte Belchier, 1 Ambl. 218). But 
the trustee must not leave the trust property an un- 
reasonable time in the hands of the broker. An 
executor and trustee, who had laid out a sum of trust- 
money in Exchequer bills pending the completion of a 
mortgage, left the Exchequer bills for upwards of a year 
in the possession and under the control of the brokers, 
who sold them and appropriated the proceeds to their 
own use, and afterwards became bankrupt; the trustee 
was decreed to make good the loss thereby occasiored 
(Mathew v. Brise, 6 Beav. 239). 





LEGISLATION OF THE YEAR. 
JupicaTuRE Acts AMENDMENT. 


Car.9.—An Act for amending the Supreme Court of 
Judicature Acts, 1873 and 1875. 


Tue leading provisions of this Act are so well known 
that we need not do more than mention them. Section 
2 authorizes the appointment of an additional judge of 
the High Court; section 3 defines his position as being 
the same as if he had been appointed a puisne judge of 
the High Court under the Judicature Acts, 1873 and 
1875; section 4 confers the title of Lords Justices of 
Appeal on the ordinary judges of the Court of Appeal, 
and that of Justices of the High Court on the judges of 
the High Court, other than the Presidents of divisions. 
Section 5 defines the term “ puisne judge of the High 
Court” as meaning, for the purposes of the Act, a judge 
of the High Court other than the Lord Chancellor, the 
three Chiefs, and the Master of the Rolls. For the 
future, therefore, even the senior Vice-Chancellor must 
be content, for some purposes, to accept a phrase which, 
according to the learned Tomlins, means ‘“‘ younger, 
puny, born after.” The last section of the Act extends 
the period during which the Lord Chancellor, with the 
concurrence of the Treasury, may, upon vacancies, 





@iswerable for losses thereby occasioned (Hu parte 





abolish unnecessary offices or reduce salaries, or alter 
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bn ee or duties of offices, to the Ist of January, 


Jupiciat Proceepines (Raine). 


‘Car. 11.—An Act to make Provision with respect to 
Judicial Proceedings in Certain Cases relating to 
Rating. 

Tue doctrine that a judge should not hear cases in 
which he has any interest, however remote such interest 
may be, is of ancient date, and has been observed with 
great strictness. It is recorded that Lord Raymond, 
who had a country house at Abbots Langley in 
Hertfordshire, used to retire from the bench when 
any question affecting the parish of Abbots Langley 
came before the court. Legislation was long ago 
found necessary with regard to justices of the 
peace, and the Act 16 Geo. 2, c. 18, 8. 3, enabled them 
to enforee laws concerning parochial rates, although they 
might themselves be rated in the place affected by their 
acts. A recent statute (30 & 31 Vict. c. 115, s. 2) 
provided that a justice should not be incapable of 
acting at any sessions on the trial of an offence arising 
under an Act to be put in execution by any local author- 
ity, by reason only of his being, as one of several rate- 
payers, or as one of any other elass of persons, liable, in 
common with the others, to contribute to, or to be bene- 
fited by, any fund to the account of which the penalty 
payable in respect of such offence is directed to be 
carried, or of which it will form part, or to contribute to 
any rate or expenses in diminution of which such penalty 
will go. Section 1 of the present Act makes, in substance, 
@ similar provision with reference to the lords of appeal 
and the judges of the superior courts, by enacting that 
no judge shall be incapable of acting in his judicial 
office in any proceeding, whether commenced before or 
after the passing of the Act, by reason of his being, as 
one of several ratepayers, or as one of any other class of 
persons, liable, in common with the others, to contribute 
to, or to be benefited by, any rate which may be increased, 
diminished, or in any way affected by such proceeding. 
Section 2 expressly provides for the validity of acts 
done by such judges before the passing of the Act, and 
section 3 defines the words “judge” and “ rate.” 








General Correspondence. 


Cuntositizs or Next or Kin. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.} 


Sir,—The recently-issued report of the Postmaster” 
General contains in extenso some curious applications 
from expectant legatees and relatives in search of next 
of kin. Permit me to give your readers a few extracts 
therefrom. 

One young lady, resident in the United States, after 
giving a short history of herself and family, proceeds 
thus :—‘ We are quite well off in worldly goods, but 
should be better off if you could inform me about that for- 
tune I expect from a great-uncle, great-aunt, or some- 
body. It is about half-a-million, either on my father’s or 
mother’s side. If you would be so kind as to write and 
inform me I would be a thousand times obliged. If 
you will assist me in getting it I will reward you hand- 
somely. Their name is ---—-. They used to be very 
fond of me when I was a crowing infant in my mother’s 
arms. . . .” What answer was sent to this expectant 
legatee by the chief at St. Martin’s-le.Grand does not 


The following is also American :—‘* Will you do me 
the kind favour, as you are the Postmaster, and able to 
know, as I judge of. Ft is this:—Give me the full 
name and address of any Mc—— that you know of in 
England, or in Scotland, or Ireland, or Wales, or in 





India, or at or in any other country, with their full 
and correct address, so that I can write to them my, 
self 


“Tf you have any list, or book, or pamphlet with the 
names of parties who.havedied and left money or lang 
to their heirs-at-law, or by will or legacy left to their: 
heirs, as I want such informations . . .” 

In another case a woman forwarded her will, and re, 
quested to be informed whether it was “ correct in case of 
death.” The Postmaster is, therefore, evidently as, 
sumed by some to be a. lawyer, as well as a next of kin 
and missing friends agent. 

One may safely assume the following to be Hibernian; 
--“To General Post Office, London: I right these fug 
lines to you to ask you if you would be so kind as to tee} 
me if there his such a person living in England. She 
was living at Birmingham last Rtimmas—this his mp 
sister and brother-in-law—they hant in Birmingham nog 
—let this letter go to every General Post Office there 
i? 

The foregoing may appear extravagant epistles, but 
I could instance many such from correspondents in all 
parts of the world. I will not, however, trespass further 
on your valuable space. 

Epwarp Preston 
(Proprietor of ‘Chambers’ Index to Next of Kin,” &,), 
1, Great College-street, S.W., Sept. 24. 








It seems that. ‘Courts of Arbitration” are not w- 
known in the United States, and the Albany Law 
Journal thus refers to them:—‘It has long been a 
question of legal ethics whether a lawyer could with 
propriety advertise his calling in the public prints or 
otherwise. In some localities a very strict rule 
exists forbidding the invitation of business in this 
manner, but in newly settled communities a more liberal 
custom has prevailed. But the courts have never hereto 
fore, so far as we know, resorted to the public prints to 
attract litigation to themselves. The Court of Arbitration, 
which was a few years ago established by statute for the 
trial of mercantile controversies arising in New York 
city, has departed from the custom of judicial tribunals, 
and a notice now appears in the daily newspapers 
of New York city inviting those who have dis- 
putes of any kind to come and try them in this 
court, and it is therein intimated that work will 
be done promptly, although satisfaction is not guate 
anteed. We suppose this court disposes of the 
business brought before it in as acceptable a manner 
as the regular ones do, but experiments of this kind have 
never done what was anticipated by their originators, 
The fact is, that when two or more men are in a dispute 
that must be adjudicated by the courts of law, one sideis 
apt to derive benefit from a delay in the determination of 
the matter, and he will not go to law as long as he cat 
avoid it, and when forced into a lawsuit postpones the 
decision as long as possible. Therefore nearly on 
of the litigants in causes coming before the courts 
will not consent to an arbitration whose cnly effect is to 
hasten what they wish to defer as long as possible. To 
make courts of arbitration successful their action must 
be compulsory, and in such a case they will be but 
another form of the ordinary tribunal. The experience of 
the French or other continental peoples on the subject i* 
no guide for us. The judicial organization and mode of 
procedure there is entirely unlike what it is with us 
and the feeling of the people toward the courts and 
judges is also much different. The people living i 
countries where the civil law prevails, and where aj 
trial is either unknown or known only as a sort 
experimental institution borrowed from the English, 
have not the utmost confidence in the decisions of je: 
ordinary judiciary. Our people have, however, 
Deunded coniines in te usual courte; besides, litige 
tion im them is cheaper than it is in the court of arbitre 
tion.” 
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h the renee! lat 
land DR. THOMAS CHAREES GELDART. | UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 
their Dr. Thomas Chazles Geldart,. barrister, Master of Trinity The last.“ vacation meeting’ of this society was held ‘a¢ 

Hall, Cambridge, died at. Cambridge, on. the 17th inst., at | Clement’s-inn Mall, Strand, on Wednesday, the 26th inst., 
l re. the age of eighty. Dr. Geldart. was the youngest son of | Mr. B. C. Rawlings in the chair. Mr. W. Shirley Shirley, 
se of the Rev. Jones Geldast, LL.D.,.Rector of Kirk Deighton, | B.A. opened the subject for the evening's debate, viz :— 
r ase Yorkshize, end was born in 1797. He was formerly a} “That the administration of the poor law has highly 
kin Fellow of Trinity Hall, where he graduated as seventeenth | detrimental effect upen the internal prosperity of the 

wrangler in 1818. He wascalled to the bar at Lincoln S- | country.”” Messrs. Pickersgill, Owen, and Rubinsteiz 
ian: jnn.in Easter Term, 1823, and he: was for many years in | followed on the. same side. Messrs. Cavell, Moyli, 
tas ice a8.an. equity draftsman and conveyancer, In 1852, | Havergal, and Connolly spoke in opposition to the motion, 
‘teal on the death of Sir Herbert Jenner Fust. Dr. Geldart was | which, after an interesting discussion, was carried by @ 
She elected to the mastership of. Trinity Hall, and he held | majority of six. 

that office until. his. death. He served the office of Vice- | - Bt) ORS 
fb Chancellor. in 1853,,and.be always took o lively interest 

in. university. reform and all matters of academic interest. 1 
here He devoted himneelt with. great assiduity to promoting the INSTITUTE OF INTERNATIONAL LAW. 


prosperity of his college, which he had succeeded in raising A correspondent. of the Scotsman gives the following 
to a.very high position in the university, especially mm con- | account of the meeting of this body at Zurich on the Wh, 
nection. with legal studies. Dr. Geldart was buried in the | 11th, and 13th inst. :— 
ante-chapel at Trinity Hall on the 21st inst.,. the funeral “ Most. of its members being professors, many of them 
being attended by the Vice-Chancellor and by many heads | were absent representing their several universities at the 
of houses and other resident members of the university. great academical féte at Upsala. This circumstance, com- 
— bined with the distance of Zurich from the great centres of 
MR.. SAMUEL FREDERICK LANGHAM. European activity, rendered the meeting somewhat less 
‘ oa numerous than the rules ofthe institute necessitate; though, 
Mr. Ssmuel! Frederick Langham, solicitor, of 19, Bart- | as tha whole number of effective members is limited to fifty 
lett's-buildings; died: at his residence, 54, Highbury-new- —five only being allowed: for one nationality—the institute 
park, on the 20th inst. Thedoeensed was the son of Mr: | cay ill afford absentees, Still,,a meeting in which Germany 


at 


5 


un- 

William Langham, solicitor, of Bartlett’s-buildings, and j i 
Law a ’ ght DuMdings, was resented by Bluntschli, France by De Pariew, 
Da was bern in 1798. Hewas admitted a solicitor in 1823, Belgiune by Rolin Jacquemyns, Russia by Martens; and 


and was for several years in partnership with his elder | Bpgiand b Montague ard, cannot be regarded as un- 
brother, Mr: James George Langham (who died about six so radi deficient in public interest ae time like 
weeks ago), the firm having business both in Bartlett’s- | tio present. M. de Parieu having been unanimously 
buildings and at Hastings. Abont ten years agoa dis- chosen president for the year, the institute: proceeded to tie 
solution took place, Mr. J. G. Langhaur continuing to reside | election of new: members, who are chosen by ballot. The 
at Hastings, while Mr. 8. F. Langham retained the London | jamented deatlis of Mr, Washburne, the well-keown 
practice, and he had’ since beer in partnership with his | American diplomatist, and of Monsieur Cauchy, of 
sop, Mr. Samuel Frederick Langham, jun., who was ad- | the Institute of France, having caused two vacancies, 
mitted a Solicitor in 1845, and is deputy-coroner for the they were unanimously filled up by the election 
city of Londou, Southwark, Westminster, and the duchy | of M. Arntz, Professor of International Law in the 
of Lancaster. Mr. Langham had an extensive practice. University of Brossela, and M. Demangeat, Counciller 
Abont six weeks ago he lost his wife, and this blow, occar- | of the Court of Classation in Paris, The institute 
ring about the same time as the death of his elder brother, | further appointed MM. Goos, Professor of International 
had such an effect upon his health that he never recovered | Law in Copenhagen; Kapoustine, Director of the School 
from the shock. of Law and Professor of International Law at Garo-laf ; 
Charles Leuder, Professor in the barster of Evlangen = 
, and Saripolos, advocate in Athens and correspo' 
MR. CHARLES STEWART CLARKE. member of the Institute of France, to be effective or fall 

Mr. Charles Stewart Clarke, solicitor and notary, of | members ; and MM. Henri Brocher, De la Pléchére, Pro- 
Bristol, died rather suddenly at,his. residence, 4, Worcester- | fessor in the University of Geneva, and Emile Brusa, Pre- 
terrace, Clifton, on the 15th inst.. The deceased was the | fessor in the University of Modena, to be associates of the 
son of the late-Mr. William. Lewton Clarke, solicitor, of | institute. The first and second sittings were entirely de- 
Bristol. He was admittei a solicitor in 1881, and he carried | voted to the discussion of the proposals presented by 
on business at Bristol and Clifton for upwards of forty years. | M. Asser, Professor in the University of Amsterdam, 
He was appointed abont forty years ago to the office of | with reference to civil procedare, and intended to serve 
secretary to the Bishop of Bristol, and he was regis- | ag the basis for international treaties to prevent the con- 
trar of the archdeaconry of Bristol and deputy-regis- | gict of laws on forms of civil procedare. The meeting 
trar (jointly with his sons, Mr. William Hurle Clarke) adopted a series of resolutions which will be ultimately 
of the consistary court. On the passing of the Pro- | gommunieated to the public, These articles fora the 
bate Court Act Mr. Clarke was, appointed registrar of the | goutinnation of the resolutions adopted at the Hague ia 
Bristol district, probate registry. He was for many years | execution of the plan originally formed at Geneva ia 
in partnership with his son, Mr. William Hurle Clarke, | 1974, ‘Their publication will complete the code of iater- 
who was admitted a solicitor in 1859, and Mr. John Henry | national rales with reference to civil procedure, with the 
Clarke, who was admitted in 1865. Abont two years ago exception of the execution of foreign judgments, which 
he relinquished his private practice to his sons, and he had | yin occupy the institute at its next meeting. Attention 
since confined himself to his. official duties. was then called to the appeal to the belligerents, whiek 
was published, along with a statement of the laws of war 
Bie in their most concise form, by the Permanent Committee 
of the institute last May. The action of the committee in 

Tn the case of O'Connell v. Lewiston, reeently tried in | this matter was unanimously approved by the institute. 
Maine, the statute against. “travelling” on Sunday was | But this was not the most delicate subject of deliberation. 
held not to be infringed by “a young lady, who, om the | The question arose whether, in the presence of the war 
Lord’e-day, walks one-fourth of a mile toher aunt’s house, | and ite horrors, the institute was not called upoa 
and calle there and invites her cousin to walk with her, | to pronounce am opinion on the application ef the 
piene hagee proceed to walk three-fourths of « mile | principles which it had defined. The discussion 
simply for exercise in the open air.” The young lady, | wae interesting and animated in a — — 
having in the watk “stubbed her toe” against the loose | The assembly appointed MM. Moya and 
end of a plank in the sidewalk, recovered 1,800dols. for the oe to present to them a report on the fellewing 

ay e 


BESFSRSHPRSTEPREE SS LZEESE 





FP TSPRQ PRP RSERESA SS RERSTE 





injuries sustained. are sorry that this report has for the present been 
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withbeld from the putlic, a further inqu'ry into two or 
three questions of fact havin g been judged necessary. We 
ean only say that this docum ent commences with a preamble 
in which the institute, with out entering into the discussion 
of the causes of the war, or of the conditions on which 
peace may vitimately be concluded, examines what both 
parties have done to bring to the knowledge of their troops 
the laws of war, whether resulting frcm treaties or from 
enstom, as these laws are received by civilized nations, and 
to assure their observance. It concludes by a eeries of sug- 
gestions, the edoption of which, the institute believes, 
would effect this double purpose. An animated discussion 
also took place on the well-worn subject of the capture of 
private property at sea, in which Mr. Montague Bernard 
stoutly supportel the English view. Being the only 
effective English member present, he was left, as a matter of 
eonrse, in the minority of one, the irstitute having deter- 
mined that private property of an enemy under an enemy’s 
flag should enjoy the same immunity as neutral property. 
On what ground, humanitarian or other, the institute, with 
the spectacle of the cutthroat war now being carried -on 
before its eyes, condemned the only known form of effective 
belligerency which causes no bloodshed at all, is not 
explained in tbe bulletin which we have seen, and was 
probably quite as little explained in the discussion.” 


SOCIAE SCIENCE ASSOCIATION. 


At the Aberdeen meeting on the 20th inst., in the Juris- 
prudence section, Professor SHELDON Amos read a paper on 
the question, ‘‘ Whether the jurisdiction of a nation, civil 
and criminal, over the seas adjoining its territory ought to 
be general or limited, and, if limited, to what extent.” 
Referring to the jadgment in The Franconia case, he re- 
marked that it had been of special service in directing 
atten'ion to the future practical legislative consideration of 
the subject. He thought it would be found expedient in 
practice to enter into diplomatic negotiations with the leading 
States who, either on account of their extensive seaboard or 
their vast commercial marine, were most interested in the 
question, and to ascertain the real points of agreement in 
respect of the sort of jurisdiction to be exercised and the 
limits to which it should reach. 

On Friday, the 21st, the special question set down for the 
day was, ‘“‘ Whether, and to what extent, it is expedient and 
practicable to alter or control by legislative enactment con- 
thacts between landlord and tenant?” 

Professor Hunter started the discussion by reading a 
paper on the law of landlord and tenant in Scotland, 
England, and Ireland. He confined his attention to the 
ease of agricultural holdings in their legal rather than 
their economic aspect. In England and Scotland the 
relation between landlord and tenant was one purely of 
contract. After dealing with the rules imposed by law 
and not alterable by agreement, as well as those changeable 
by contract, he went on to speak of the history of the 
game laws, the assignability of leases, and the landlord’s 
remedies for recovery of rent. In referénce to the 
law of bypotheo, he said it was not difficult to perceive 
the unenviable position of the tenant who was placed at 
the mercy of his landlord. The opinion in Scotland was 
now nearly unanimous that bypothec should be abolished. 
Rather than too stringent leases, he advocated a policy of 
trust on the part of landlords, and not of distrust of their 
tenants, so as to accomplish the end which they both had 
in view. 

In the discussion which followed, 

Mr. Serjeant Cox remarked that ample compensation for 
Josses from game, in theabsence of contract, was provided by 
the Agricultural Holdings Bill. Asa matter of fact, land- 
lords introduced improvements if the tenants paid a reason- 
adle per-centage for them. 

Mr. Tartor, of London, was of opinion that the game 
laws were not so oppressive as was generally supposed. 

Sheriff Dove Witson thought the first alteration made 
in the law should be to pat the landlord and the tenant 
both in the same position in regard to contracting, so that 
the one bad not a special privilege by law over the other, 

Dr. Byatws said the belief was that the presamptions of 
the law were too much in favour of the landlord and too 
much against the tenant. 

On Monday, the 24th, the special question was, 





—_—_. 


“ Whether farther legislation was not desirable to prevent 
or remedy the frauds committed by promoters of com. 
panies.” 

Mr, Serjeant Cox began the discussion by reading g 
paper, in which he stated that frauds by promoters of 
companies appeared the largest form of fraud extant, 
sanctioned by law under the Limited Liability Act. That 
law was not long in bearing the evil fruits predicted of it, 
as thousands of limited liability companies sprang into 
existence. While smaller rogues were content with pilfer. 
ing a few hundreds, the bigger ones were not contented 
with schemes unless thereby they could net their thon- 
sands. The experience of the last three years had 
destroyed all faith in limited liability. The remedy he 
suggested to curb these fast increasing circles of fraud 
was to treat them exactly as we did stealing. By a short 
enactment it should be provided that, if any person should 
obtain from any other person money by fraud with intent, 
he should be subject to penal servitude for any period not 
exceeding fourteen, or to be imprisoned for any period 
not exceeding two, years, and be subjected to such fine ag 
the court may decree. 

Mr. JoszepH Brown, Q.C., maintained that honest in- 
vestors were entitled to protection, and at present the law 
was not sufficient for this purpose. The prospectus was 
the most common instrument of fraud, and there were 
numerous loopholes of escape from an action for issuing 
a fraudulent prospectus. A great loophole was the legal 
difference between suppressio vert and suggestio falsi—the 
former being the most frequently practised by promoters, 
and no liabiit incurred by it unless they were bound by 
contract or fiduciary position’ to disclose the whole truth, 
which has never been laid down. The list of directors in a 
prespectus was made an engine of deceit when they were 
decoys who had secretly received shares for the use of their 
names, and were indemnified against loss. This ought to be 
fraud in law, if concealed, and all such indemnities should 
be null and void. 

Dr. Ryats expressed the opinion that perhaps directors 
were sometimes unjustly blamed, and that the stockbrokers 
should be more condemned for issuing favourable recom- 
mendations of certain concerns. 

Mr. CuHapwick strongly denounced the practice of men 
allowing their names to appear as decoy ducks, and spoke 
against quoting shares as at a premium before allotment. 
He also condemned the payment of directors and the system 
of intermediate profits, and the high commission allowed for 
the promoting of companies. The firm with which he was 
connected generally obtained one per cent., and yet made 
progress. Mr. Chadwick explained the Bill which he had 
prepared on the subject, and urged Serjeant Cox to frame a 
measure for introduction into Parliament embodying the 
views he had expressed in his paper. 

In the Repression of Crime section on Saturday, Major 
Ross, Chief Constable of Aberdeenshire, read a paper en- 
titled “ Our Detective System,” in which he proposed that 
the detective department in each town should consist of two 
parts—active and reserve—in each of which the numbers 
should be fixed. He would confine the selection to men who 
had been six years in the police force, and would limit the 
term of service in the active detective department to three 
years, when a transfer would be made to the reserve. Tha 
fixed number of the reserve should be about three times the 
number of the active branch of the department, and should 
not be detailed for ordinary duty, but employed in places 
where more than ordinary vigilance was required. By the 
adoption of this system we should have scattered through 
each police force a number of superior men acquainted with 
the criminal classes, and it would attract men of education 
and intelligence to the police forces. 

In the discussion which followed, the necessity of paying 
higher salaries with the view of securing men cf greater in- 
telligence was strongly insisted on. 

The Lory Apvocate said it was very fortunate that 
recent discoveries of the venality and corruption of certain 
members of the London detective force had drawn the 
attention of the country to the inefficiency of the detective 
force in the metropolis. He did not mean to say that it was 
devoid of efficiency, but certainly it was not in that state of 
efficiency that a little careful administration by competent, 
skilled, practical persons would have produced. Hecom- 
mended the paper of Major Ross, whose proposals were 
simple, intelligible, and apparently reasonable, 
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Appuintnrents, Ete. 


Mr. Joun Marriott, barrister, has been appointed 
Advocate-General (pro tempore) of the Bombay Presidency. 
Mr. Marriott was called to the bar at the Middle Temple in 
Michaelmas Term, 1853, and has acted as a judge of the 
Bombay High Court. 


Mr. Artour Burcs, solicitor, proctor, and notary, of 
Exeter has been appointed Secretary to the Bishop of 
Truro and Deputy-Registrar of the Diocese. Mr. Burch 
was admitted a solicitor in 1853, and is in partnership with 
Mr. Samuel Barnes. He has been for several years 
secretary to the Bishop of Exeter. 


Mr. Harry Witmor Lez, solicitor (of the firm of Les, 
Bolton, & Lee), of 2, Broad Sanctuary, Westminster, has 
been elected to the office of Registrar aad Solicitor to the 
Charterhouse, in the place of Mr. Archibald Keightley, 
deceased. Mr. Lee is the son of Mr. John Benjamin Lee, 
secretary to the Bishop of London, joint-registrar of the 
consistory court, and chapter clerk of St. Paul’s Cathe- 
dral, and he was admittei a solicitor in 1870. 


Mr. GzorcE Epwarp East, solicitor, of 3, Sion College, 
London-wall, has beea elected Clerk to the Managers of 
the Central London School District, in succession to Mr. 
Alfred Samuel Heath, resigned. Mr. East was admitted a 
solicitor in 1860, and is in partnership with Mr. James 
Fanston, the clerk to the Framework Knitters’ Company. 





Pew Orvers, Ste. 


EMPLOYERS AND WORKMEN ACT, 1875. 


Rules for carrying into effect the jurisdiction given to 
courts of summary jurisdiction in England by the 
Employers and Workmen Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 90), 
in lieu of the Rules of August, 1875. 


The rules made under the powers contained in the 
Employers and Workmen Act, 1875, and which are now in 
use in courts of summary jurisdiction in England, shall, on 
and from the Ist day of November, 1877, cease to be used, 
and from such day there shall be used, in lieu thereof, the 
following rules :— 

1. A person desirous to enter an action in a court of 
summary jurisdiction in England under the Employers and 
Workmen Act, 1875, shall deliver to the clerk of the court 
particulars in writing of his cause of action, and the clerk 
of the court shall enter in a book to be kept for this pur- 
pose in his office a plaint in writing, stating the names, 
addresses, and descriptions of the parties, and the sub- 
stance of the action intended to be brought ; and thereupon 
& summons to ap to the plaint shall be issued according 
to the form in the schedule, and a copy thereof be served 
in the manner hereinafter provided, not less than four 
clear days before the return-day of the summons; and no 
misnomer or inaccurate description of any person or place 
in any such plaint or summons sball vitiate the same, 80 

t the person or place be therein described so as to be 
commonly known. 

2. The particulars shall be annexed to and be deemed 
part of the summons, 

3. Such summons may issue in any district in which the 
defendant or one of the defendants dwelt or carried on his 
business or was employed at the time the cause of action 
arose, or in which he or one of them happens to be at the 
time of the entry of the plaint. 

4. Service of a summons to appear toa plaint may be made 
by serving a copy of the same personally upon the defend- 
ant, or by leaving such copy with some person, apparently 
sixteen years old, at the house or place of dwelling or place 
of business or of employment of the defendant, or of one of 

defendants, or at the office of his or their employer for 
the time being. 
Witnesses. 


5. Summonses to witnesses shall be granted to either 
on application and payment of tle fees for the 
and service of the same, and of the proper amount 

of conduct money. 





Hearing. 

6. A defendant shall not, except by leave of the court, 
on such terms as to it may seem fit, be permitted to 
set up against the claims of the plaintiff any set-off or 
counter-claim, unless he shall have served, or caused to be 
served, by registered post letter or otherwise, two clear days 
at least before thereturn-day, a notice directed to the plaintiff 
at his address as mentioned in the summons, stating his 
intention to rely upon such set-off or counter-claim as a 
defence to the action, and setting forth the particulars of 
such set-off or counter-claim. 

7. Where service of any notice is mode Ty post, it shall, 
unless the contrary be proved, be deemed to have been 
made on the day upon which the letter would have been 
delivered in the ordinary course of post. 

8. If upon the return-day of any summons, or at any 
continuation or adjournment of the court, the plaintiff 
shall not appear, the cause may be struck out, and the court 
may award the defendant, by way of costs and satisfaction 
for his attendance, such sum as it in its discretion shall think 
fit; but the plaintiff may bring a fresh action in respect of 
the same cause of complaint. 

9. If on the day named in the summons, or at any con- 
tinuation or adjournment of the court, the defendant 
shall not ¢ ppear, or sufficiently excuse his absence, or shall 
neglect to answer when called in court, the court, upon due 
proof of service of the summons, may either adjourn the 
cause from time to time or hear it ex parte, and the judg- 
ment thereupon shall be as valid as if both parties had 
attended; provided that the court in any such case, at the 
same or any subsequent court, may set aside any judgment 
so given in the absence of the defendant, and the execution 
thereupon, and may grant a new trial upon such terms, if 
any, as it may think fit. 

10. Every undertaking by way of security under the said 
Act may be given to the court, or to such person as the 
court may direct, in writing or orally; and upon the pro- 
duction of the written Seleruhiag or of any note made 
by the clerk of the court where the undertaking was giver 
orally, the court may summon any person liable to the 
court or to any surety for any sum which has become for- 
feited, and may make such order therein as tothe court may 
seem fit. 

Enforcing Judginent. 


11. Any sum adjudged by the court to be paid under the 
said Act, and any instalment or part thereof which kas 
become duv, and any sum ordered by the court to be paid 
in respect of the forfeiture of any sum under any security 
given under the said Act, may be recovered by distreas- 
warrant in the form in the schedule issued by any justice or 
magistrate acting ia and for the district for whic’ the court 
was held; provided always, that the person liable for the 
payment of any such sum shall have been at some time 
served with the order of the court in the same manner as & 
summons to appear to a plaint is hereby directed to be 
served. 

12. Where an order has been made directing an appren- 
tice to perform his duties under his apprentice-hip, and he 
shall have failed to comply therewith, no order of commit- 
ment shall be made on account of his having so failed until 
he shall have been personally served with a jud sment- 
summons. 


Judgment-summons. 


13. No order of commitment under the Debtors Act, 1869, 
shall be made unless a summons to appear and be examined 
on oath, hereinafter called a judgment-summons, shall 
have been personally served upon the judgment-debtor. 

14, Ajudgment-summons may issue although no distres3- 
warrant has been applied for, and its service where made 
out of the district may be proved by affidavit, 

15. Every judgment-summons may be according to the 
form in the schedale, and shall be served not less than two 
clear days before the day on which the judgment-debtor or 
apprentice is required to appear, except the judgment- 
debtor or apprentice is stated to be about to remove or to 


be yy out of the way to avoid servic. 


16. The hearing of a judgment-summons may be ai- 
journed from time to time. 

17. Any witness may be summoned to prove the means 
of the judgment-debtor, in the same manner as witnesses 
are summoned to give evitlence upon the hearing of a plaiat. 

18. An order of commitment made under the Debtors 
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Act, 1869, may be according to the form in theschedule, and 

shall, on whatever day it may be issued, bear date on the 

day on which the order for commitment was made, and 

ee continue in force for one year from such date and no 
er. 

39. When an order of commitment for non-payment of 
money is issued, the defendant may, at any time before his 
beady ‘is delivered into the custody of the gaoler, pay to the 
officer holding such order the amount indorsed thereon as 
that on the payment of which he may be discharged; and 
on receiving such amount the officer shall discharge the 
defendant, and shall forthwith pay over the amount to the 
clerk of the eourt. 

20. Thesem mdorsed on the order of commitment as that 
upon payment of which the prisoner may be discharged may 
be paid to the clerk of the court from which the commit- 
ment order was issued, or to the gaoler in whose custody the 
prisoner is. Where it is paid to the clerk, he shall sign and 
seal a certifivate of such payment, and upon receiving such 
certificate by post or otherwise, the gaoler in whose custod 
the prisoner shall then be sh#ll forthwith discharge su 
prisoner. And where it is paid to the gaoler, he shall, npon 
payment to him of such amount, together with costs 
sufficient to pay for transmitting by post-office order or 
otherwise such amount to the court under the order of 
which the prisoner was committed, sign a certificate of such 
payment, and discharge the prisoner, and forthwith trans- 
mit the sum so received to the clerk of the court. 

21. A certificate of payment by a prisoner shall be ac- 
cording to the form in the schedule. 

22. All costs incurred by the plaintiff in endeavouring to 
enforce an order shall be deemed to be due in pursuance of 
svch order under section 5 of the Debtors Act, 1869, unless 
the court shall otherwise order. 


Service of Process. 

23. Service of any summons, order, or process under the 
Act or these rules may be made by any officer duly au- 
therized to serve summonses within the district in which 
the summons, order, or process is to be served, and may be 
proved by affidavit, or by oath vivd voce. 


Costs. 

24. The costs to be paid in the first instance by every 
person serking the assistance of the court shall be those 
contained in the schedule annexed hereto. 

25. The court may, in ite discretion, allow any party, in 
respect of any expense he may have incurred in the em- 
ployment of a sclicitor, any sum not exceeding ten shillings 
where the sum claimed exceeds forty shillings, and not ex- 
cee ding fifteen shillings where it exceeds five pounds. 


Forms. 

26. Toe forms given in the schedule shall be used, with 
such variations as may be necessary to meet the circum- 
stanees of each court. 

Carens, C, 

29th August, 1877. 


SCHEDULE. 
i 


SvuMMONS TO APPEAR. 
Employers and Workmen Act, 1875. 


Inthe [county of . Petty Sessions District of 
Between A.B., Plaintiff, 
icone, Doergered 


C.D., Defendant, 
[ Address, Description. ] 
You are hereby summoned to appear on the 
, 18 , at the hour of in the 
, before [two of such justices of the peace for the 
above county es might there be], to answer the plaiatiff, to 
a claim, the particulars of which are hereunto annexed. 
Given under my hand and seal this day of ’ 
1%. 
To the defendant herein 3,8, — (t.6.) 
Nore.—(This, and all other snromonses irsued under the 
Emyloyers and Workmen Act, 1875, may be signed by the 
elerk 10 the justices, where such justices shall, by a general 
direction, authorize their clerks to sign them in lieu of one 
of th: suselyes.) 





=e 


2. 
Summons ro WITNEsS. 
Employers and Workmom Act, 1875. 


In the [county of Petty Sessions District of 
Between A.B., Plaitiff, 


an 
C.D., Defendant. 
You are hereby required to attend at on the 
day of , 187 , at the hour of in the 
noon, to give evidence in the above cause on behalf of the 
[Plaintiff or Defendant, as the case may be]. 

Given under my hand and seal this day of ‘ 

187 . 
To J.S.  — (tus.) 
8. 
JUDGMENT FOR PLAINTIFF. 
Employers and Workmen Act, 1875. 
In the [county of Petty Sessions District of 
Between A.B., Plaintiff, 
and 
C.D., Defendant. 

It is this day adjudged that the Plaintiff do recover against 
the Defendant the'sum of £ for debt [or damages], 
and £ for costs, amounting together to the sum of 
£ 


And it is ordered that the Defendant do pay the same to 
the Plaintiff on or before the day of 
by instalments of for every 
instalment to be paid on or before the y ’ 
18 1]; and if the same be not paid as ordered it is hereby 
further ordered that the same be levied by distress and sale 
of the goods and chattels of the said Defendant. 
Given under our hands and sea!s this day r r 
s. d. 
Amount of debts or damages : 
Costs :— 
Summons 
Witnesses 
This order 


Total 


Signatures of two of the Justices } J. 8. 
by whom order made J.S. 


4, 
JUDGMENT FOR DEFENDANT. 
Employers and Workmen Act, 1875. 
In the [county of Petty Sessions District of 
Between A.B., Plaintiff, 
and 
C.D., Defendant. 

Upon hearing this cause this day, it is adjudged that 
judgment be entered for the Defendant, and that the Plain- 
tiff do pay the sum of £ for the Defendant's costs on 
or before the day of ; and if the same be not 
paid as ordered it is hereby further ordered that the same 
be levied by distress and sale of the goods and chattels of 
the said Plaintiff. 

Given under our hanés and seals this day of ’ 


: Signatures of two of the Justices } : ‘ I (L.8.) 


by whom order made 


5. 
JUDGMENT-SUMMONS. 
Employers and Workmen Act, 1875, and the Debtors Act, 
1869, 


(u.8.) 


In the [county of Petty Sessions District of J 
Between A.B., Plaintiff, 
{Address, ne go 
a 


C.D., Defendant, 
| Address, Description.) 

Whereas the Plaintiff [or Defendant] obtained an order 
against you the above-named Defendant (or Plaintiff) in this 
court on the day of 187 , for the payment of 

pounds illings and pence [or that you 
(bere set out the order made, in the case of an appren' 
upon him to perform his duties) }: 
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And whereas you have made default therein: 

Yon are therefore hereby summoned to appear in 
this court at[place where Court holden]on the day 
of _, 187 , at the hour of in the noon * to be 
examined on oath by the Court touching the means you 
have or have had ‘since ‘the date of the order to satisfy the 
sam le in pursuance of the said order; and also * to 
show cause why you should not be committed to prison for 


such default. 

Given undermy hand and seal this day of 4 
87 . 
J. 8. (L.8.) 
&£ 8. ad, 


* Amount of order, and costs in dui 
“Costs of distress against the goods, if any... 


Soa 4, 
id into Court es 
Instalments which were 
not required to have 
been paid before the 
date of the summons 


Deduct 


Sum payable ... re 
Costs of this Summons 


Amount upon the payment of which no 
further proceedings will be had until de- 
fault in payment of next instalment ; 


* The parts within asterisks to be omitted where sum- 
mons issues against.an apprentice under section 6 of Em- 
ployers and Workmen Act, 1875. 

6. 
OrpEr oF ComMITMENT. 
Employers and Workmen Act, 1875, and The Debtors Act, 
1869. 


In the [county of . Petty Sessions District of -] 
Between A.B., iar aaa 


C.D., Defendant. 
and all other pe officers of 
of the [prison of 


To the constable of 
the county, and to the governor or keeper 
the county to which debtors arecommitted]. 

Whereas the Plaintiff [or Defendant] obtained an order 
against the Defendant [or Plaintiff] in this Court on the 

day of , 187 , for the payment of £ [or, in 
the .case of an apprentice, that he should, &c.]: 
And whereas the Defendant hath made default therein : 

And, whereas a summons was, at the instance of the 
Plaintiff [or Defendant] duly issued out of this Court, by 
Which the Defendant [or Plaintiff] was required to appear 

nally at thisCourt on the day of , 187, 

to be examined on oath tonching the means he had then 
or had had since the date of the order to satisfy the sum 
then dne and payable in pursuance of the order, and * to 
show cause. why he should not be committed to prison for 


ayo eo well the hearing lof the 
at the i the said summons, the 
Defendant [or Plaintiff] appeared [or the summons was 
—" have been personally and duly served] and * it 
now been proved to the satisfaction of the Court that 
the Defendant [or Plaintiff] now has [or has had] since the 
date of the order'the means to pay the sum then due and 
payable in pursuance of the order, and has refused [or 
ected] [or then refused or neglected] to pay the same, 
and the (or Plaintiff] * has shown no cause why 
heshould not be committed to prison: 

Now, therefore, it is ordered that, for such default as 
aforesaid, the Defendant {or Plaintiff] shall be committed to 
— a * unless he shall sooner ae the sum 

wine upon the payment of whi is to be 


- These are, therefore, to require you, the said constable and 

_ officers, to take the Defendant or Plaintiff] and to 

ver him to the governor or k of the [prison afore- 

Sap and yen Whe anid gorernor or per to receive the De- 

{or Plaintiff] and him safely keep in the said prison 

for days from the arrest under this order, or until he 
Shall be sooner discharged by due course of law. 





Given under our hands and seals this [insert date of order 
commitment] day of , 187 . 
Signatures of two of the Justices Es 8. = (u.8.) 
by whom order of committal is made. § J. S. ; (us) 
s. d. 


* Total sum payable at the time of hearing 
of the judgment-summons __ ... eas 
Hearing of summons, cost of this order, 
and mileage se ée% but 
Total sum upon payment of which the 
prisoner will be discharged prior to con- 
Veyance to prisons... iad 
If conveyed to prison, the conveyance the 


* 
* The parts within asterisks to be omitted where order 

—_ under section 6 of Employers and Workmen Act, 
5. 


7. 
CERTIFICATE FOR THE DISCHARGE OF A PRISONER FROM 
CustopY. 


Employers and Workmen Act, 1875, and the Debtors Act, 
1869. 


In the [county of . Petty Sessions District of J 
Between A.B., Lippe 


C.D., Defendant. 

I hereby certify that the Defendant [or Plaintiff] who 
was committed to your custody by virtue of an order of 
commitment under the seals of two justices of this Court, 
bearing date the day of , 187 , has paid and 
satisfied the sum of money for the non-payment whereof 
he was so committed, together with all costs due and pay- 
able by him in respect thereof; and that the Defendant 
{or Plaintiff] may, in respect of such order, be forthwith 
discharged ont of your custody. : 

Dated this day of , 187 


, Clerk of the Conrt. 
To the governor or keeper of 
8. 
Distress WARRANT. 
Employers and Workmen Act, 1875. 


In the [county of « Petty Sessions District of 
Between A.B., Plaintiff, 
and 


C.D., Defendant. 
Whereas ata Court holden at on the day of 
, 187 , it was ordered by the Court that judgment 
should be entered for the Plaintiff [or Defendant}, and that 
the Plaintiff [or Defendant] should pay to the Defendant 
{or Plaintiff] the sum of 4 for debt [or damages] 
and costs [or the cefendant’s costs of action] on or before 
the day of » [or instalments of for 
every days, the first i ment being ordered te be 
paid on or before the day of »18 J; and 
that if the same were not paid as ordered, it was further 
ordered that the sameshould be levied by distress and sale 
of the goods and chattels of the said Defendant [or Plain- 
tiff] : 
hea whereas default has been made in payment accord- 
ing to the said order: These are therefore t© command you 
forthwith to levy the sum of £ , being the amount 
due to the Plaintiff [or Defendant] under the said order, 
by distress of the goods and chattels of the Plaintiff (ex- 
cepting the wearing apperel and bedding of him or his 
family, and the tools and implements of his trade, if any, 
to the value of five pounds), together with the reasouable 
charges for taking and keeping the said distress; and that 
you @o pay what you shall have so levied to the clerk of 
this Court. 
Given under my hand and seal this day of . 
187 . 
J. 8. 


To the Constable of ’ 

and all other Peace Officers 

in the county. 

Norticz.—The goods and chattels are not to be sold until 
after the end of five clear days next following the day on 
which they were seized, unless they be of a i 
nature, or at the request of the said Defendant [or Plaintiff), 


(us) 
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9. 
UnpeRrakine In Waeitine sy DEFENDANT TO PERFORM 
Conrract. 
Lmployers and Workmen Act, 1875. 
In the [county of - Petty Sessions District of ol 
Between A.B., > me 


an 
C.D., Defendant. 

Whereas it has been found by this Court on the 
day of , 187. , that the Defendant had broken the 
contract, for the breach of which he was summoned : 

And whereas the court would have awarded to the Plain- 
tiff the sum of £ by way of damages suffered by him 
in consequence of such breach, and would have ordered 
him to have paid such sum, but that the Defendant was 
Willing to give security for the performance by him of so 
much of the contract as remains unperformed : 

Now, therefore, I, the undersigned Defendant, and we, 
the zodersigned sureties [or the undersigned surety], do 
undertake that the said Defendant will perform so much of 
the said contract as remains unperformed ; that is to say 
[here set out so much of the contract as remains to be 
performed] : 

And I, the said Defendant, and we [or I], the said sureties 
[or surety], hereby severally acknowledge ourselves bound 
to forfeit to A.B., the Plaintiff, the sum of pounds 

shillings, in case the said Defendant fails to 
perform what he has hereby undertaken to perform. 

(Signed where not taken orally) C.D., Defendant. 

G.H., } Sureties. 
Te ie 
J. 8. (1.8.) 
Nore.—This undertaking may be given orally, and 
the production of a note of the same made at the 
time by the clerk of the Court. 


10. 
Oxper oy AN APPRENTICE TO PERFORM His Durizs. 
Employers and Workmen Act, 1875, 
In the [county of Petty Sessions District of 
Between A.B., Plaintiff, 
and 
C.D., Defendant. 

It is ordered that the Defendant do forthwith perform the 
duties he has contracted to perform under his apprenticeship 
to the Plaintiff. 

day of 


— under our hands and seals this 
"Signatures of two of the Justices ) J. S. 
by whom order made } J.8. 
ll. 
Ogper RESCINDING A ConTRact oF APPRENTICESHIP. 


Inthe [county of . Petty Sessions District of 
Between A,B., Plaintiff, 


aod 
U.D., Defendant. 

It is adjudged that the [or this, when order indorsed on 
deed of apprenticeship] instrument of apprenticeship made 
between the Plaintiff and Defendant be rescinded, and that 
the Piaintiff [or Defendant] do pay to M.N. of the 
sum of _ pounds, being the whole (or a part] of the 
po ey ag We on the binding of the De- 
fendant} 


Taken before methis day of 


(L. 8.) 
(L. 8.) 


or Plaintiff] as apprentice to the Plaintiff [or De- 

ited wader our hands and sealsthis day of 
" Signatares of two of the Justices ) J.8. 
by whom order made 3.8. 


12. 
Oxpex warnx Secuniry Given von Psevoxmance or Con- 
TRACT BY AN APPRENTICE. 


Employers and Workmen Act, 1875. 


In the [county of . Petty Sessions District of al 
Between wc pe 


C.D. a 
E.¥. bondsman under the contraet of apprenticeshi 
of the Defendant. , 


(L.8.) 
(L.8.) 


—=3 
Whereas on the day of » 187 , it was ordered 
that the defendant should forthwith perform the duties he 
had contracted to perform under his contract of spprentice. 
ship to the plaintiff : 
And whereas it hath been made to appear to the satisfac. 
tion of the Court on the oath of the Plaintiff [and of G.H. of 
] that the Defendant has failed to comply with the 
requirements of the said order : 

And whereas by the said failure the Defendant hath ren. 
dered himself liable to be committed : 
And whereas E.F. [or R.S. of jis willing to give 
security to the amount of pounds for the due per. 
formance by the Defendant of his duties under his said 
contract of apprenticeship : 
Now, therefore, the Court doth direct such security to be 
forthwith given, and doth order that if payment of the said 
sum be not made on the Defendant failing to perform his 
contract such sum may be levied by distress of the 
and chattels of the said E.F. [or R.S.], or an application 
be made to this Court for commitment of the said E.F, 
{or R.S.] according to the provisions of this Act. 


Given under our hands and seals this day of 
7. 


Signatures of two of the Justices ys 8. - Gan 
by whom order made. JS. (Ls. 
13. 


SEcuRITY IN WRITING FOR PERFORMANCE OF CONTRACT BY 
AN APPRENTICE. 


Employers and Workmen Act, 1875. 


{n the [county of Petty Sessions District of J 


Between A.B., Plaintiff, 
and 
C.D., Defendant, 
and 


E.F., bondsman under the contract of apprenticeship 
of the Defendant. 

Whereas on the day of , 187 , it was ordered 
that the Defendant should forthwith perform the duties he 
has contracted to perform under his contract of apprentice. 
ship to the Plaintiff: 

And whereas it was made to appear to the satisfaction of 
the Court that the Defendant had failed to comply with the 
requirements of the said order: 

And whereas by the said failure the Defendant hath 
rendered himself liable to be committed : 

And whereas I, E.F. [or B.S. of ], am willing to 
and do hereby give security to the amount of pounds 
for the due performance by the Defendant of his duties 
under the said contract of apprenticeship, and do he’ 
acknowledge myself bound to forfeit to the said Plainti 
the above sum in case the said Defendant do fail to per- 
form the duties that have been ordered to be performed by 


the Court. 
(Signed) E.F. or B.S. 
Signed before me this day ot , 187. 
J.8. (.8.) 
Norz.—The security may be given orally, and proved by 
the production of a note of the same made at the time by 
the clerk of the Court. 


14, 
Summons TO A BOND3SMAN FOR AN APPRENTICE. 
Employers and Workmen Act, 1875. 


In the [county of . Petty Sessions District of ) 
Between A.B., Plaintiff, 


and 
C.D., Defendant. 
To E.F. of 


Take notice that you are hereby summoned to attend 
at on the day of , 187 ,at —_o’elock in the 
noon, to show cause why the Court should not, in addi- 
tion to or in substitution for any order to be made opt 
the said Defendant, order you to pay the amount of any 
damages which it may find that the Plaintiff has 
in uence of the breach of the contract of apprentice 
between you and the Pleintiff and the —s 
, . 





ab: 
pt under my hand and seal this ne . eee 
. 8. L. 
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15. 


OrpErs oN A BONDSMAN FOR AN APPRENTICE TO PAY 
DaMAGEs. 


Employers and Workmen Act, 1875. 
In the [county of . Petty Sessions District of | 


Between A.B., Plaintiff, 
and 
C.D., Defendant, 
and 


E.F., bondsman under the contract of apprenticeship 
of the Defendant. 

It is adjudged that the said bondsman do pay to the 
Plaintiff, on or before the day of , 187 , the sum 
of pounds for damages suffered by him in consequence 
of the breach of the contract of apprenticeship made 
between the Plaintiff, Defendant, and the said bondsman ; 
and if the same be not paid as ordered, it is hereby further 
ordered that the same be levied by distress and sale of the 
goods and chattels of the said bondsman. 

Given under our hands andsealsthis dayof , 187. 

Signatures of two of the Justices) JS. —(1.) 
by whom order made. } J. 8. (L.8.) 


16. 
Puaint anD Minute Boox, 
Employers and Workmen Act, 1875. 





Particulars of 
dispute. 
Subsequent 
proceedings. 


Residence. 
Defendant. 
Residence 

| Order made. 
































COSTS. 


For entry of every plaint, including summons 
thereon ma ne ae a ee 

For order in writing on a plaint v aes 

For every undertaking given by way of security 

For judgment-summons, including hearing 

For warrant of distress or order of commitment 

For summons to witness _... ete Ss 0 

N.B.—Where the sum claimed exceeds £1 0s. Od., or the 

sum in respect of the non-payment of which the summons 
for or order of commitment or warrant of distress issues 
exceeds £1 0s. Od., an additional fee of one shilling on each 
e¢ shall be taken. 

For mileage in serving or execut- 
ing process, and for vost of con- 
veying to prison eis 

For affidavit and postage 

29th August, 1877. 


Such reasonable costs 
as may be allowed 
by the Court. 


Cairns, C. 








The transfer of prison management from the county 
authorities to the Home Office, says the London corre- 
spondent of the Manchester Guardian, “will necessitate a 
considerable addition to the staff of that department, I 
hear that the office, so liberally provided with rooms in 
the new buildings, will extend itself into the territory of 
its neighbour the Local Government Board, from which 
Seven or eight rooms aretobetaken. Structural alterations 
to effectually detach these rooms from one department and 
incorporate them with the other will be immediately com- 

I cannot say what will be tho initial number of 

Hen rs, ree writers, ——— required for the 

e Secretary’s new responsibilities, but or sixty are 
spoken of as the probable ultimate on Boden A . 


Legal Pews. 


It is stated that Mr. Justice Lush has appointed Mr. 
Morris his chamber clerk, and Mr. Vere his body clerk, in 
the room of his late clerk, Mr. Coe. 


The Manchester Chamber of Commerce, on Wednesday, 
resolved to present a memorial to the Home Secretary, 
praying for inereased sittings of the assizes for the trial 
of civil cases at Liverpool and Manchester. 


Brown v. Inhabitants of Vinalhaven, 65 Me. 402, says 
the Albany Law Journal, is a very queer case. The select 
men of a town, in the performance of a statutory duty, 
employed a nurse in &@ small-pox hospital established by 
the town, and suffered him to depart without being 
properly disinfected, whereby plaintiff took the disease. 
Held, that the town was not liable. 


At the county court at St. Alban’s, on Saturday, says the 
Sunday Times, Benjamin Tite, of Cambridge-road, London, 
had upwards of 100 summonses against poor people for coals 
supplied. During the hearing of one a woman handed in a 
notice she had received from the plaintiff purporting to 
come from the countycourt. The judge, Mr. Cooper Wyld, 
asked Tite where he got the notices from, and he said he 
had bought them of a stationer in London. He did not 
know the shop. The judge said he had better find out, for 
he should send the document to the Treasury and ask that 
the printer should be prosecuted at once. 


Particulars of the discovery of the body of Mr. W. W. 
Barry, barrister, of Lincoln’s-inn, have reached England. 
It appears, says the Times, “that Mr. Barry, with an amount 
of strength, skill, and resolution which seemed at first in- 
credible, in the gloom of approaching night and in the 
midst of a snow-storm, found the direction from the Wind- 
bach, that he threaded his way up the ascent of the Tauern, 
got through the opening of the narrow cleft at the top, and, 
passing the frontier between Salzburg and the Tyrol, 
reached the summit 8,993ft. high. He had now only to de- 
scend the slope to the Prettau ; in one hour he would be at 
the Sennenhutten and in three at Kasem, his destination. 
He might well, however, have doubted the pradence of de- 
scending in the darkness. Wet, cold, and tired, he un- 
fortunately sat down to rest, and rose no more. His remains 
were carefully conveyed by Hick, the skilful and trustworthy 
local guide, to Krimml, and, by the kind permission 
of the vicar, A. J. Ronacher, they were buried in the church- 
yard there.” 


“ A Solicitor’s Clerk ” writes to the Daily News :—“‘The 
practice now at Judges’ Chambers is a disgrace to any 
civilized country. There are at the least fifteen common law 
masters, yet, notwithstanding the increase in the sumber 
of summonses—viz., summonses for leave to sign jadg- 
ment for discovery and for time—there is absolately only 
ove master for the three divisions, and even he does not 
attend every day. I myself attended a summons on 
Tuesday last, my opponent being a City solicitor, and, 
after waiting for two hours, I asked the master’s clerk if 
he wonld tell me the position of our summons ; he replied, 
«I can’t do it, for if I do it for you I should have to do so 
for all the people attending summonses,’ therefore, after 
wasting the whole of the day, we had to leave without our 
summons being heard, and this frequently happens for 
several consecutive days. ‘The injustice of this falls upon 
the public as well as the solicitors and clerks. There is 
no objection to the Masters having two or even three 
months’ holiday, but still two could attend chambers dur- 
ing vacation. Again, in contravention of the Bills of Ex- 
change Act, a notice has just been issued by a master de- 
ferring the signing of judgments until one o'clock on the 
day on which they are due, thus giving a preference to 
those having ordinary writs, the only accountable reason 
for this injustice being that there are so many summonses 
that the master is unable to read the affidavits, thus caus- 
ing « block at chambers.” 

A special meeting of the Bradford Town Council was 
held, on the 25th inst., in the Town Hall, for the purpose 
of electing a clerk of the peace, coroner, and prosecuting 
solicitor for the borough. These appointments were ren- 
dered necessary through the establishment of a court of 





quarter sessions for . Alderman West briefly 
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moved, “That the under-mentioned gentlemen be and are 4 


hereby appointed to the respective offices hereinunder 
i Bubject. to the terms, and conditions in reference 
to such offices, already approved by thie council :—for 
the office of clerk of the peace, Mr. Alexander Neill; 
for the office of coroner, Mr. Thomas Senior; for 
the office of prosecuting solicitor, Mr. Frank McGowan.” 
Alderman Whitehead seconded the motion, Mr, George 
Poole asked how many applications were sent in for each 
office. Alderman West said he was not quite certain that he 
eould correctiy answer the question, but he thought there 
were somewhere about half-a-dozen for each office. The 
mayor said that was about the number. Alderman West 
added that, in several instances, the same gentlemen applied 
for different offices. With regard to the time of notice, there 
was no doubt whatever that it was rather short and 
sharp, but there was no intention by the shortness of the 
time to debar any gentleman whatever from applying. 
He believed there was one week given during’ which 
applications would be sent in, ard the committee did 
after what had been said in the econneil, and 
what was pretty well known in. the profession in the town, 
that a week’s notice was ample, But, whether or no, he 
should personally feel regret if gentlemen who intended 
to apply had not done so simply' because of the shortness 
of time, The committee were rather pinched for. time, 
for the reeorder wished to hold his court in the third 
week in October. Such being the case, there was but 
little time left in which to advertize the offices, and fill 
them up early enough to enable the requisite arrange- 
ments for the quarter sessions to be made. The motion 
was unanimously adopted. 





PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


Sept. 28, 1877. 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 


Cent. Consols, 9 Annuitias, A "8s, 
‘Account, bee's, 905 | Dovthes ee Nae, >. 


© for 
3 per Cent. Rednced, 94§ xd = Bille ,£1000, 24 perCt. 2 pm 
tto 


jaw 3 per Cent., 94§ xd7 
. S# perCent., Jam, "94 
Do. 34 perCont., Jan. "94 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan.’73 
Annuities, Jan. "80 


2 pm. 


Ct. (last balf-year), 
Ditte for Account. 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SHCURITIES. 
Ind .Stk.,5 por Cent., July, 80,106}; Enf.Pr. 5} perCnt., Mey, 88 
Ditto for Account, — i 
Ditto 4 per Ceat., Oct. '88, i034 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates — 
Enfieed Ppr.,* per Cent. 81 
2nd Enf.Pr., 5 per C.,Jan.’72 


| April, 64 
Do.Do,5 per Cent. , Aug. '73 
Do, Bonds,4 per Cent. £1000 
Ditto, ditto, under £1006 


RAILWAY STOCK. 





Railways. 








Bristol and Exeter 
Caledonian 


Glasgow and South-Western .......6..++«- 

Great Eastern Ordinary St0Ck .cevcceccese eves) 

Great Northern iH 
Do., A Stock* 

{ Southern and Western of Ireland 

‘Great Western—Original 

Lancashire and Yorkshire ... 

















Stock 

Stock Metropolitan 
Stock! Do., District 
Stock, Midiand. 

Stoek North British 
Stock North Eastern 
Steck! North London 
Stock North Staffordshire ........-c0rcssves 
Stock South Devon 























} 
ee a | 





} 











* A. reeeives no dividend ati! 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 





Ditto Debentures. 4 per Cent. 


$$$ 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS, 


BIRTHS. 

ag toh 18, at 39, Russell-square, the wife of Henry A. 
Deane, of Gray's-inn,. of a son.. 

Lock—Aug. 31, at Dorchester, the wife of Arthur H. Lock, 
solicitor, ef a daughter. 

Purkis—Sept. 21, at Langham. Lodge, Barnes, the wife of H, 
Wakeham Purkis, of a son. 

MARRIAGES, 

Cock—LizBREICH—Sept. 20, at Weybridge, Surrey, Alfred 
Cock, of the Middle Temple, barrister-at-law,. to only 
cluld.of Richard Liebreich, of 16, Albemanio-etnaes, Pi 


dilly. 

For—Cany—Sept. 27, at Christ Church, Cliftom, Charlg 
Edward Fox, of the lnner Temple, barrister-at-law, and of 
Bombay, to Selina Catherine Cary, daughter of the late 
Captain the Hon. Byron Cary, R.N. 

JonEs—RaicHaRDsON—Sept. 20, at the Charch of St. Olive, 
York, John Edmund Jones, solicitor, to Fanny, daughter of 
RK. B. Richardson, Bootham-terrace. 

MoseLzy—Hawxrice—Sept. 27, at St. Andrew’s Church, 
Liverpool, Henry Moseley, of Huddersfield, solicitor, to 
Mary Thorne, daughter of the late James Hawkrigg, of 
Hawkshead. 


DEATHS. 
Burt—Sept. 24, at East Grinstead, Thomas Robert Burt, 
solicitor. 
Miits—Sept. 2?, at 1, Brunswick-villas, St. John’s-wood, 
William Mills, of the Inner Temple, barrister-at-law, aged 
57. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies, 


Fripay, Sept. 21, 1877. 
Limireo IN CHANCERY. 

Government Security Fire Insurance Company, Limited.—Petition fir 
winding up, presented Sept 14, directed to be heard before V.0. 
Hallon Nov 3. Carter, Old Jewry chambers, solicitor for the pati- 
tioner 

Investors’ Trust, Limited.—By an order mad? by Lopes, J., dated 
Sept 13, it was ordered that the Investors’ Trust, Limited, be wound 
= Nash and Field, Queen st, Cheapside, soliciturs for the peti- 

oner 

Norton Iron Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, presented 
Sept 19, directed to be heard before V.C. Bacon on Nev 3. Bower © 
and Cotton, Chancery-lane, agents for Dodds and Co, Stockton-on- 
Tees, solicitors for the petitioners 

W. T. Henley and Company, Limited.—By an or.ler made by Lops, — 
J., dated Sept 13, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up of 
the above company be continued, Gregson, Angel cvurt, Throg- 
morton st, solicitor for the petitioner 

River Plata Lighthouse Company, Limited.— Petition for winding up, 
presented Sept 12, directed to be heard before ths M.R. on Satur- 
day, Nov 3. Pettiver, Pancras lane, Queen Victoria st, solicitor for 
the petitioner 

Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35, 
Last Day of Claim, 
Tuxspay, Sept. 18, 1877. 
a a Rugby, Warwick, Esq. Nov 12. Welby, Uttoxeter, 
‘ord 


Batchelar, William, Betchworth, Surrey, Builder. Oct.5. Hart and 
Co, Darking, Sarrey 

Cooper, Samael Goodall, Waterford rd, Walham Green, Artist Mosaics 
Novi. Covpers, Bedford row 

Davis, Abraham, Manclester, Pawnbroker. Oct 18 Hankinson, 
Manchester 

Dixon, George, Saint Bees, Cumberland, Civil Engineer. Dee 3l. 
Webster, Whitehaven F 

Dixon, William, Goldharst nr Lymington, Hants, Esq. Novi, Pen- 
fold, Jobn st, Bedford row 

Frankiio, Joseph, Manor place, Holloway, Wine Merchant. Novi, 
Harris, Moorgate st 

Gibson, Elizabeth, Ambleside, Westmoreland. Nov}. Gatey, AmbDle- 


side 

Goodman, Clarke, Staverton, Northampton, Farmer. Oct 15. Roche, 
Daventry 

Harris, George, St Helen’s, Lancashire, Builder. Nov il. Brewis, 
% Helen’s, Lancash: 


ire 
Hindson, Joseph Nelson, Kirkby Lonsdale, Westmoreland, Inokzepet. 
Nov 1. Pearson and Pearson, Kirkb 





vi. y Lonsdale 
Benpe, Charles, Risca, Monmouth, Gent. Oct 31. Rowland, Croydoa, 
William, Walsall, Stafford, Farmer. Nov 8, Marlow al 
King, Eliza, Edwardes place, Kensington. 
i reaves, Victoria st, esate . 
Surrey, Tailor. Oct 8. Chipperfidld, 
PB nag = ty A Nov |, Minett and Cu, Ross, Herefort 
Morgan, Charles, Rces, ! ' omas, Aberdare, 
anor Hitart ype Lawn Tulse bi, Lambeth, a Oct at. 
and Co, Basinghall #t 
Preress, Thomas, Kenaington cross, Surrey, Contractor. Dee & 





Potters, Walsall 
Oct 20, Tahourdins ané 
Henry, Waterloo rd, 
Hereford, Chemist. Dec 1. Thomas, 
oss, Gracecturch 
Poole, Anna Maris, Heavitree, Devon, Nov 15, Mackey, Exeter 
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Richardson, Alfred Herman, Eltham, Kent, Esq, Oct 20. Deacon and 
Co, Paul’s Bakehouse court, Doctors’ commons 

Seymour, Danby, Piccadilly, Esq. Novi. Still and Son, New 
sq, Lineoln’s inn 

Sirong, Anthony, cca Northumberland, Shipowner. Dec 1, 
Dale, North Shields 


Daniel, Gloucester, Tailor. Oct 23. Coleman, Gloucester 

‘Turner. Charles, Goldenhil', Stafford, Miner. Octl. Llewellyn and 
Ackrill, Tunstall 

Whiteman. Henry, St Peter Mancroft, Norwich, Seed Merchant. Nov 
13. Sadd and Linay, Norwich 

Wood, Edmund, Globe st, St George’s-in-the-East, Esq. Jan 1. Dowse 
New inn, Strand 

Fripay, Sept. 21, 1877. 

Bredow, Johann Gottlieb Ernst, Addison rd north, Notting hill. Nov 
t. Foster, Birchin lane 

Burnett, Francis, Kingscote, Gloucester, Farmer. Oct 31. Francillon, 
Dursley 

Cook, Ellen, Southport. Novl. Welsby and Co, Southport 

Crott, William, Wilford, Nottingham, Farmer, Dec 1. Martin, 


Nottingham 

Dawson, John, Pre-ton, Lanca-hire, Corn Merchant. Nov 10. Catterall, 
Preston 

Garland, James, Hants, Gent. Oct 27. Best, Hants 

Glegg, Edward Hclt, Barford Hal', Cheshire, Lieut-Col H.M.’s Army. 
Nov l. Potts and Roberts, Chester 

Hooton, William, Byfizet, Surrey, Merchant. Nov 5. Torr and Co, 
Bedford row 


Hully, James Noble, Kendal, Grocer. Nov 13. Watson, Kendal 

Hysiop. iter, Addison crescent, Kensington, Underwriter. Nov 1. 
Jackson and Prince, Clement’s lane, Lombard st 

Lambley, Anne Co!more, New Thornton Heath, Surrey. Nov 5. 
Mayhew, Great Marlhorough st 

Lapish, James, Leeds, Joiner. Novi. Rider, Leeds 

Lewis, Jane, Hartlebury, Worce ter. Nov 1. Marcy, Bewdley 

Moore, Herbert Daniel, Pietermaritzburg, Natal, Africa. Dee 1 
Brown, Burford, Oxon 

in, Katherine, Langbrook, Havant. Nov 1. Raper and Free- 

land, Chichester 

Nicholson, Richard, Halton, nr Leeds, Commercial Traveller. Dee 1. 
Snowdon, Leeds 

ee, Charlotte Isabelia, Peterborough. Nov 30. Bridges and Co, 


Red Lion sq 
a yy Bdward Wootton, Folkestone, Kent,Gent. Nov. Stilwell, 
ver 


Roberts, Charles William, Russell rd, Lea Bridge rd, Gent. Oct 31. 
Gowing and Mandall, Coleman st, Bank 
» Mary, Clifton, Bristol. Dee 1. Harwood, Bristol 


TuEepay, Sept, 25, 1877. 

Bisset, Evan, Horfield, Gloucester. Novi. Vallance and Vallance, 
Essex st, Strand 

Dashwood, Edward Pelham, Tiverton, Devon, Esq. Nov 30. Nicholl 
and Co, Moward st, Sand 

Denton, Rev Charles Jones, York. Dec 1. Wood, York 

Denton, Frances, York. Dee’. Wood. York 

Divers, Frederick John, Primrose Hill rd, Gent. Oct 30. Low, 
Wimpole st, Cavendisn 

Feetham, Joseph, Gi swell rd, Clerkenwell, Licensed Victualler. Oct 
26. Aird, Easteheap 

Garside, Joseph, Coventry, Gent. Dee 1. Roberts and Leak, Hutt 

— eae Liverpool, Gent. Nov 30. Haigh and Son, Water st, 


rp 
ae John, Birmingham, Organ Manufacturer. Oct 20. Rat- 
rmingham 
Heala, Alfred William, Springfie}d Mount, Leeds. Jan1. Tempest, 
Hinton, Alexander, Bath, Brewer. Nov 30. Prior and Co, Lineoly’s 
ion fields 


Holland, Rev John Murray, Stanton st John, Oxon, Nov 21. 
Sladen, King’s arms yard, Coleman st 
Holl, Wiliam Darley, Tunbridge Wells, Kent, Esq. Nov l. Tweedie, 
Lincoln’s inn fields 
Ireland, Henry, Ecc'eston, Lancashire, Gardener. Oct 31. Riley, St 
8, Lancashire 
a, Saitburn-by -the-Sea, York, Ironmaster. Dec2¢. S'tokes, 
e 
Mellor, Wiliam, Leeds, Shoe Munufacturer. Oct 24. Scott, Leeds 
Orchard, Frederick Bailes, Foley st, Cloth Worker, Oct 25. Richards, 
Warwick st, Regent st 
Parke, Maria Louisa, The Grove, Hammersmith. Oct 26. Dolan, 
seg: ne re Lothbury 
rry, William, Chatham, Deputy Inspector-Gen of Military Hospitals. 
Oct'15. Prall and Son, Rochester inikasesx 
Pearson, Thomas, Kennington Cross, Surrey, Contractor. Dec 1. 
Tower, ao ~~ Derkh ead, Hertford, C: 
» ur, Gre: ampstead, fo aptain H.M."s Navy. 
phe 2 Miaholl end &o Howard st wre _ 
estwell, Mar, cashire. Oct 31. 
Helen’s, Lounehies -" =o 
oo Kingston-upon-Hull, Gent, Dect. Robertsand Leak, 


Wright, William, Garth Trevor, Denbigh, Post 4 
Minshall and Jones, Liangollen y me, —— = 
Bankrupt. 
Fripay, Sept. 21, 1877. 
Under the cy Act, 1869, 
Creditors must forward their fs of debts to the le. 
To Aad ago Loudon oe 


_ Johnson, Francis, St Mary’s rd, Canonbury, Commercial Traveller. 


Rice, Oco 10-at Li 
A ~ pt Notting hill, Butcher, Pet Sept 22. 


3p eameentes io Re Sree. 
ristol, Oot Sat 2 CanaIee: Sates 





Evans, John, Newtown, Worcester, Builder. Pet Sept 20. Crisp. 
Worcester, Oct 9 at 12 

Evans, William, West Cardiff, Glamorgan, Brick Merchant. Pet Sept 
19. Langley. Oardiff, Oct @ at 11 

Harris, Kobert, Handsworth, stafford, Builder. Pet Sept 20. Cole. 
Birmingham, Oct 12 at 2 

Wood, George William, Eastbourne, Actor. Pet} Sept 20, Blaker. 
Lewes, Oct 12 at 12 , 


Tuxrspay, Sept. 26, 1877. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 


Creditors must forward their proofs of debts te the Registrar. 
Yo Surrender in London. 
Rudeforth, Levi John, Langdale rd, Peckham, Slate Merchant, Pet 
Sept 18.. Mcrray. Oct 4 at 11 
Te Surrender in the Country. 
Bellingham, John, Tonbridge Weils, Builder. Pet Sept 19. Cripps. 
Tunbridge Wells, Oct 2 at 3 
Cowgill, Henry, Blackburn, Innkeeper. Pet Sept 17. Bolton. 
B ackburn, Oct 5 at 11 
Cruikshank , James Henry Irvine, Gainghen. Surrey, Farmer. Pet 
Rept 17. Kowland. Croydon, Oct 4 at 
Elliott, John, Chepping Wycombe, Bucks, Baker. P.t Sept 19. Wat- 
son. Aylesbury, Oct 5 at 3.30 
Day; yee Surveyor. Pet Sept 18. Robinson. Bradtord, 
t5atl 
Wiimian, Jacob, Bradford, Fishmonger. Pet Sept 19. Robinson, 
Bradford, Oct 5 at 9 
Wood, Robert, Pateley bridge, Yo k, Timber Merchant. Pet Sept 20. 
Jefferson. Nerthallerton, Oct 9 at 3 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fripay, Sept. 21, 1877. 
Browa, Redert, Buckingham rd, Kingsland. Sept 12 
Tuespay, Sept. 25, 1877. 
Sandeman, Julian Frederick, Slough, Bucks, no oceupation. Sept 22 
Walton, George Edwin, jan, Birmingham, Wholesale Jeweller. Sept 21 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Faivay, Sept. 21, 1877. 

Atkinson, Robert Fisher, Kendal, Westmoreland, Dealer im Cattle 
Spices. Oot 8 at 11.30 at offices of Watson, Highgate, Kendal 

Bass, Roger Gibbons, Manchester, Grocer. Oct 2{ at 3 at. offices of 
Addlesbaw and Warburton, King st, Manchester 

Bayliss, Thomas, Stratford-upon-Avon, Butcher. Oct 3 at 12 at the 
Falcoa Hotel, Chapel st, Stratford-upon—Avon. Sanderson, Warwick 

Biactah, John, Birmingham, Draper, Oct 2 at 3at offices of Fallows, 
Cherry st, Birmingham - 

Bradley, William Elsam, South Bank, York, Cartwright. Sept 29at 
ll at offices of Spry, Zetland rd, Mid h 

Brown, William, and John Bates Brown, Kingston-apon-Hull, Macaine 
Strapping Manufacturers. Oct 3 at 3 at offices of Pickering, Parlia~ 
ment st, Kingston-upon-Hali. Laverack, Hull! 

Bryant, Thomas, Radstock, Somerset, Licensed Victualler. Oct § atl 
at offices of Pearson, Clare st, Bristol 

Bullen, George Giles, Ceylon rd, Hammersmith, Builder. Oct { at2 
at offices of Carritt and Son, Fenchurch st 

Capps, Charles, Kirtley, Sudolk, Baker, Oct 8 at 12 at offices of 

hamberlin, Customs House buildings, Lowestoft 

Carter, Thomas, Spetchley, Worcester, Blacksmith. Oct 8 at 3.at offices 
of Pitt, The Avenue, Cross, Worcester 

Caswell, William, Middiesborough, Ironmonger. Oct 5 at 2.30 at 
85, Linthorpe rd, Middlesborough. Bainbridge and Baraley, 
Middlesborough 

Challender, Charles, Birkenhead, Farmer. Oct 3 at 3 at offices of 
Mawson, Duncan st, Birkenhead. Hannan and Pugh, 

Cordon, Thomas Charles, and John Richmond, No Glaziers. 
Oct 16 at 12 at offices of Brittle, St Peter’s chambers, St Peter's gate, 


Nottingham 

Doubleday, John, Nottingham, Licensed Victualler. Oct 8 atS at 
offices of Acton, Victoria st, Nottingham 

Dufton, Joseph, Leeds, Shoemaker. Ott 4 at 3 at offices of Hopp and 
Bedford, Bank st, Leeds 

Dunk, Samuel, Brighton, Engineer. Oct 3 at 3 at offices ot Goodman, 
North st, Brighton 

Fishburn, Joreph, Hexham, Northumberland, Builder. Sept 28 at 2.at 
offices of Hoyle and Co, Collingwood st, Newcastle-upon- 

Gent, John Andrew, Wellingborough, Northampton, Boot Dealer. 
Oct 4 at 2 at offices of Heygate, Market sq, Welling 

Green, Henry, Cherry tree hull, Shettield, Innkeeper. Oct § at 12 at 
offices of Fernell, St James’ st, Sheffield 

Griffiths, John, Mitchel Dean, Gloucester, Nailer. Sept 29 at tl at 
offices of Whatley and Son, Mitchel Dean 

Harrison, George, Manchester, Stationer. Oct 10 at3 at the Mitre 
Hotel, Cathedrai yard, Man shester. » Manchester 

Haslam, Joseph Jonas, Svettield, Grocer. Oct 4 at 3 at offices of Clegg 
and Sons, Bank st, Sheffield 

Hawke, Thomas Martiv, St Day, Cornwall, Plumber. Oet 3 at Ll at 
offices of Paull, Quay st, Traro 

Haywood, Jane, Coleshill, Warwick, Wood Turner. Oct 4 at 3.30 at 
officesof Buller aud Bickley, Bennett's hill, ham 

Hirst, fhomas, Huddersfield, Yarn Spinner, Oct 3 at 3 at effiees of 
neous sae Co, Buxton rd, Rudderefield 

Hirst, iam, York, Tailor. Oct 9 at 1) at cfliees of Wilkinson, St 
Helen's sq, York 

Holden, William Henry, Bolton, Chemist. Oct 9at 3 at offiees of 
Ryley and Basiam, Mawdsley st, Bolion 

Hughes, William, jun, Rhosddu, Wrexham, Denbigh, Builder. Oot 4 
at 11 at offices of Jones, Henbias st, Wrexham 

Hunt, Elijah Thomas, Chesterfield, Derby, Greeer. Oct 2 at 3 at affve 
of Gee, High st, Chesterfield 

Hutchinson, Bdward, end Nicholas Hutehinesn, Park 
Colliery, Grocera, Oct 8 at 2 at offices of Bird, st, 


Ide, Charles, Brighion , Bricklayer, et 9 at 3 at offices of Nye, North 
a:, Brighton 
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Johnson, George Henry, West Bromwich, Stafford, Clothier. Sept 28 
at 10.30 at offices of Jackson, Lombard st, West Bromwich 
Kelley, Stephen, Sirmingham, Oatfitter. Oct 4 at 12 at offices of 
Barnard and Co, Bur'ington chambers, New st, Birmingham. 
Southall and Co, Birmingham 
Knight, James, Cull mpton, Devon, Boot Dealer. Oct 9 at 12 at the 
Half Moon Hotel, Exeter. Burrow, Cullomptor 
Lambeth, James, Barnsley, Provision Dealer. Gct 2 at 11 at offices of 
Gray, E don st, Barnsley 
Lamont, Charles, Liverpool, Commission Merchant. Oct 2 at 2 at offices 
of Quinn and Sons, Lord st, Liverpool 
Lewney, James, Liverpool, Painter. Ocl 10 at 2 at 1, South John st, 
Liverpoo!. Cox, Liverpool 
Lord, Alfred, Halifax, Draper. Oct 1 at 3 atthe Waterloo Hotel, 
Piccadilly, Manchester 2 
Lowery, William, Aylestone park, Leicester, out of busine:s. Oct 3 
at 1.30 at offices of Wright, Be'voir st, Leicester 
‘Mathers, Edwin, Sheffieid, Draper. Oct 6 at : at offices of Singleton, 
Fig Tree Jane, Sheffield 
McCarthy, Catherine, Liverpoel, Poulterer. Oct 8 at 3 at offices of 
Nordon and Mason, Victoria st, Liverpool 
Mendelson, Morris, Newcustie-apon-Tyne, General Dealer. Oct 3 at 2 
at offices of Joel, Newgate st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Mills, Richard, Leicester, Grocer. Oct 3 at 4 at offices of Wright, Bel- 
voir st, Leicester 
Morgan, Churles, Ferdinand st, Kentish town, Grocer. Oct 2 at 2 at 
offices of Godfrey, Gresham buildings, Guildhall 
Morgan, John, SBrngyrorsedd, Denbigh, Farmer. Oct 9 at 12 at che 
Wynnstay Arms Hotel, Ruabon. James, Corwen 
Parkinson, Wilfred, Hu st Green, nr Whalley, Lancashire, Confectioner. 
Oct 5 at 11 at offices of Eastham, Church st, Clitheroe 
Pitt, William, and Walter Betts, Birmingham, Ironfounders. Oct 8 at 
- 12 at the Queen’s Hotel, Stephensen place, Birmingham. Johnson 
and Co, Birmingham i 
Richardson, William, Hunslet Carr, nr Leeds, Fnrniture Broker. Oct 
3 at 3 at offices of Hayes und Co, Britannia buildings, Oxford place, 
Leeds. Lodge, Leeds 
‘Robinson, William Nicholas, Kingston-upon-Hull, Commission Agent. 
_ . at 1 at offices of Torry, Cogan’s chambers, Kingston-upon- 
a 
Rogers, Henry, and Spencer Werninck, Birmingham, Lamp Manu- 
facturers. Sept 29 at 10.30 at the Great Western Hote!, Monmouth 
st, Birmingham. Buller and Bickley, birmingham 
Ruhl, Henry, Holloway rd, Upholsterer. Oct 11 at 2 at offices of Briant, 
Winchester House, Old Broad st 
Savidge, Lewis, Middiesborough, Fishmonger. 
of Addenbrooke, Zetiaud rd, Middlesborough 
“Bevior, Edward, Dewsbury Moor, York, Cotton Agent. Oct 2 at 3 at 
offices of Chadwick and Sons, Church st, Dewsbury 
Simpson, Edward, Barnsbury rd, Butcher. Oct 5 at 1 at offices of 
Fietcher and Co, Stuple inn 
Smith, Robert, Bolton, Lancashire, Builder. Oct 4at3 at offices of 
Ryley and Haslam, Mawdsley st, Bolton 
Sparke, Cornelius, Wigan, Lancashire, Haberdasher, Oct 9 at 3 at the 
Trevelyan Hotel, Corporation st, Manchester. Dean, Preston 
Talbot, John Farrow, Ibstock, Leicester, Butcher. Oct 3 at 3 at offices 
of Wright, Belvoir st, Leicester 
Taylor, James, Manchester, Painter. Oct 3 at 3 at offices of Rylance 
and Barker, Essex st, Manchester 
Thirkell, Thomas, Middlesborough, Straw Dealer. Oct 4 at 3 at the 
Queen’s Hotel, Newport rd, Middlesborough. Todd, Town wall, 
Hartlepool 
Thomas, James Alford, llfracombe, Cabinet Maker. 
offices of Trorne, Castle st, Barnstaple, Devon 
Thompson, William, and Charles Thompson, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 
Ironfounders. Oct 2at1 at offices of Armstrong, Royal arcade, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Towers, George, Fairfax rd, South Hampstead, Licensed Victualler. 
Oct 9 at 2 at offices of Coker, Cheapside. Cordwell and Scott, Moor- 


gate st 

Wainwright, George, Derby, Licensed Victualler. Oct 4 at 11 at offices 
of Flint, Full st, Derby 

Walker, Henry Whitbread, Cheltenham, Hosier, Oct 6 at 10 at offices 
of Stroud, Clarence parade, Cheltenham 

Watson, Waltor, Middlesborough, Buiider. 
Ashford, Zetland rd, Middlesborough. 
borough 

Whitehouse, Samuel, Addison terrace, Notting hill, Wheelwright. 
Oct 1 at 3 at 20, Addison terrace. Rigby. Avenue rd, Camberwell 

Winter, William Parsley, Hambrook, Gloucester, Batcher, Oct 6 at 2 
at the Iden’s Midiand Hotel, Bath 

Woolley, Stephen, Burnley, Fancy Goods Dealer. Oct 5 at 3 at the 
Woolsack Hotel, Strangeways, Manchester. Sutcliffe, Burnley 

‘Wright, Henry, Caten, Lancashire, Bobbin Manufacturer. Oct 2 at 
12 at offices of Welch, Castle h‘ll, Lancaster 


Tvespay, Sept. 25, 1877. 
Amner, Augusta Mary, Reading, Schoolmistress. Oct 12 at 3 at the 
Upper Ship Hotel, Duke st, Reading. Beale and Martin, Reading 
Banke, Thomas, Coventry, Builder. Oct 11 at 12 at offices of Neale, 
Hay lane, Coventry 

Bateman, Edward Fleming, Old st, St Luke’s, India Rubber Ball Manu- 
facturer, Oct ll at 3 at offices of Good and Co, Bucklersbury. 
Nazer, Castle-st, Holborn 

Blakey, Robert, Hatfield, Hertford, Corn Dealer. Oct 5 at 3 at the 
George Hotel, St Alban’s, Hertford. Annesley, 8t Alban’s 

Bottomley, Thomas, Manchester, Licensed Victualler. Oct 9 at4 at 
the Albion Hotel, Piccadilly, Manchester. Roberts, Rochdsle 

Brier, Wijliam Healy, Bermondsey, Su ,» Manure Merchant. Oct 
tg at 145, Cheapside. Robinson, Christchurch passage, New- 


gate 
Byrne, Dennis, Liverpool, Boot Maker. Oct 12 at 3 at offices of Lowe, 


Castle st, Liverpool 
Builder. Oct3 at ll at the Inn of Court 
Lee, Southampton buildings, Holborn 
illiam, Normanton, York, Furniture Dealer, Oct 3 at 11 at 
offices of Lake, Southgate, Wakerie Id 


Sept 28 at 11 at offices 


Oct 10 at 12 at 


Oct 2 at 11 at offices of 
Addenbrooke, Middles- 





Chapman, James, Bradford, Dyer. Oct 8at1l at offices of Dawson 
and Greaves, Kirkgate, Bradford : 

Chatterley, William, Leamington Priors, Warwick, Cabinet Maker, 
Oct 12 at 3 at offices of Du Monlin, Spencer st, Leamington 

Cohen, Nathaniel, Great Prescott st, Goodman’s fields, Tailor. Oot 
6 at 11 at offices of Martin, Fenchurch st 

Colleutt, William Thomas, and Robert William Aldis, Southam 
Milliners. Oct 8 at 2 at offices of Killby, Portland st, Southampton 

Cologne, Frederick Bromley, Lee, Kent, Grocer. Oct 10 at 2 at the 
Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Lockyer, Deptford bridge 

Coutts, William George,o Pershore, Plumber. Oct 8 at 2 at offices of 
Pitt, The Avenue, Cross, Worcester 

Crooks, Robert, Hanley, Stationer. 
mall, Cheapside, Hanley 

Davey, Charles George, Birmingham, Tailor. Oct 4 at 12 at offices of 
Wilson, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 

Davies, William, Birmingham, Japanner. 
Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Dearden, John, Heywood, Lancashire, Coal Merchant. 
offices of Worth, Market place, Kochdale 

Dockriell, John, Birkbeck rd, Kingsland, Manure Dealer. Oct 4 at 3 at 
offices of Holloway, Ball’s Pond rd, Islington. Cooper, Chancery lang 

Driver, Hudson, Keighley. York, Tailor. Oct 12 at 2 at offices of Robin. 
son and Robinson, Keighley 

Eddison, William, Blackpool, Lancasbire, Auctioneer. O:t8 at 3 at 
offices of Forshaw and Parker, Cannon st, Preston 

Ellis, Abel Augustus, Havant, Hants, Builder. Oot 10 at 3 at offices of 
Ford, Queen st, Portsea 

Evans, Robert, Hanley, Confectioner. Oct 4 at 3 at offices of Ashmall, 
Cheapside, Hanley 

Faggitter, Lewis, Hythe, Kent, Grocer. Oct 6 at 3 at the Royal Oak 
Hote', Dover. Mowil, Dover 

Fisher, William, Leeds, Greengrocer. Oct 5 at 11 at offices of Hard. 
wick, Infirmary st, Leeds 

Gorst, George, Warrington, Lancashire, Engine Fitter. Oct 9 at 3 ag 
offiees of Davies and Brook, Market placa, Warrington 

Graham, Walter Richard, Brighton, Auctioneer. Oct 26 at 3 at offices 
of Maynard, North st, Brighton 

Griffiths, George, Llanelly, Accountant. Oct 6 at 3.30 at the Guildhall, 
Carmarthen, Lloyd, Haverfordwest 

Hall, Elizabeth, Wall heath, Stafford, out of business, Oct 9 at 3 at 
offices of Stokes, Priory *t, Dudley 

Halliley, James, Dewsbury, Rug Muanafacturer, Oct 5 at 3 at officas 
of Shaw, Bond st, Dewsbury 

Henson, David, Bristol, Chair Maker. Oct 4 at 12 at offices of Andrews, 
Nicholas st, bristol. Price, Bristol 

Hill, George, Pontardolair, Giamorgan, Market Gardener. Oct 8 at 
11.30 at offices of Williams, Hendy rd, Pontardulais 

Hindson, William, and William Ford, Kingston-upon-Hull, General 
Merchants, Oct 10 at 3 at 8, Parliament st, Hull. Woodhouse and 
Peach, Hull 

Hirst, John, Elland, York, Woollen Manufacturer. Oct 5 at 3 at offices 
of Wavell and Co, George st, Halifax 

Hopkins. John William, Sydney st, Poplar, out of business, Oct 4 at 
3 at offices of Scard and Son, Gracechurch st 

Howard, William, Bristol, Chairmaker. Oct 3 at 11 at offices of 
Andrews, Nicholas st, Bristol. Price, Bristol 

Hoyle, James, Kingston-upon-Hull, Corn Merchant. Oct 8 at 3 at 
offices of Summers, Manor st, Kingston-upon-Hull 

Hutchinson, Wiliiam, Bishop Moulston, York, Innkeeper. Oct 4 at ll 
at the Black Bull Hotel, Ripon. Edmundson, Ripon 

Hyde, James, Farnborough, Hants, Baker. Oct 10 at 4 at offices of 
Eve, Victoria rd, Aldershot 

Irwin, Henry, 8t Andrews, nr Cardiff, Farmer. Oct 4 at 2 at offices 
of Blelloch, St Mary st, Carditf 

John, Ivor, Rhydfelau, nr Pontypridd, Boatman. Oct 6 at 1 at offices 
of Alexander, Institute chamters, Pontypridd, Cousins, Cardiff 

John, Thomas, Tredegar, Mon, Baptist Minister. Oct 8 at 12 at offices 
of Beddos, Canon st, Aberdare 

Jones, Robert Henry, Liansannan, Denbigh, Grocer. 
the Grosvenor Hotel, Eastgate st, Chester. vavies, Denbigh 

Lord, Tunnacliffe, Oidham, Machinist. Oct 4 at3 at the Bath Hotel, 
Union st, Oldham. Buckley and Clegg 

Lyle, Samuel, Liverpool, Ale Bottler. Oct 8 at 2 at offices of Fowler, 
Cable st, Liverpoo! 

Mahler, Henry Rodolph, and Gustave Mahler, Milk st, Cheapside, Silk 
Merchants, Oct 17 at 2 at the Guildhall Coffee House, Gresham st. 
Reed and Lovell, Guildhall chambers, Basingha!l st 

Martin, Henry, jun, Brereton, Stafford, Horse Dealer. Oct 10 at 1l at 
offices of Duignan and Co, The Bridge, Walsa!l 

Oct 4 at 3 
Oct 5 at 2 af 


Sept 29 at 11 at offices of Ash. 


Oct 4 at 3 at offices of 
Oct 10 at 3 at 


Oct 8 at2 at 


Mather, Adam Stoker, Caledonian rd, Islington, Gasfitter, 
at 37, Bedford row. Marsha'l 

Matthews, Benjamin, Cinderford, Gloucester, Clothier. 
offices of Jones, Queen st, Gloucester 

McCroben, Edward Ripley, Bradford, Draper. Oct 12 at 11 at the 
Guildhall Coffee House. Baker 

Mercer, John Bankes, Chorlton-upon-Medlock, Lancashire, Auctioneer. 
Oct 5 at 3 at offices of Connor, Princess st, Manch: ster 

Moriggia, Giovanni, and Carlo Moriggia, Wharf, City rd basin, [ce 
Merchants, Oct 15 at 3 at the Freemusons’ ‘'avern, Great Queen sty 
Lincoln's inn fields. Seaman and Ingoloby, Southampton row 

Newman, Henry, Aston, nr Birmingham, Door Spring Maker. Oct 8 
at 11 at offices of Eaden, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 

Nutt, Arthur, Totterdown, Bristol, Cabinet Maker. Oct 3 at 12 at 
offices of Andrews, Nicholas st, Bristol. Price, Bristol 

Paris, Prosper Henry, jun, Chorlton-upon-Medlock, Lancashire, 
Professor of Music. Oct 8 at 3 at offices of Garthwaite, Brazennos 
st, Manchester 

Pearson, Edmund Gepp, Strand, Clerk inthe Civil Service. Oct 15 at8 
at offices of Vallance and Vallance, Essex st, Strand 

Pearson, Sarah, Kingston-upon-Hul!. Oct 8 at 11.30 at offices of Lows 
and Co, Parliament st, Kingston-upon-Hull 

Pedley, James, Congleton, Cheshire, Cabinet Maker. Oct 10 at 3 ab 
offices of Barclay and Henstock, Exchange chambers, 

Pe rcavill, George, Middlesborough, Innkeeper. Oct at 3 at offices of 

© Tweedy, High st, Stockton-on-Tees 

Philips, Francois Albert, Kingston-upon-Hull, Artist. Oct 10 at 200 
at the Talbot Hotel, Batley. Wooler 


iat Madness. 
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] Pai = Tavern, Gresham st. Lockyer, Gresham buildings, 
Pilditch, Coe William Smith, Dieppe st, Fulham, Builder. io 15 at 2 at 
Pollard, Arthur Lewis, Bradford, Grocer. Oct 6 at 11 tt of Peel 
Pond Gaunt, Chapel Inne, Bradford 
Oct 10 at3 at 
the Queen’s Arms Hotel, New Swindon. Boodle, Cheltenham 
Ramsey, Robert Gilehrist, Seaton Carew, Durham, Butcher. 
Ravicar, Peter, Me Stationer. t4 at 11 at 45, Victoria st, 
Crewe. Pointon 
Northgate, York, Draper. Oct9 at 11 at offices of 
Terry and Robinson, Market st, Bradford 
Shallcross, William, Castle Northwich gy nara 
Stirzaker, John, and George Haigh, Lindley, York, Manufacturing 
Chemists. in ll at 3 at offices of Learoyd and Co, Buxton ra, 
Taylor, David, Birstall, York, Watchmaker. 
ooler, Exchange buildings, , Batley 
Timperley, William Frank, Dewsbury, York, Yarn Merchant, Oct 11 
at 3 at the ney | Station Hotel, Batley. Shaw, Dewsbury 
; nisher. Oct 4 at 12 at offices of Tatterrhall, Cheapside. Peake, 
Turner, 1 i Henley, Joiner. Gct 2 at 3 at 24, Cheapside, Hanley 
ot Bowen, Mount Pleasant, Bi 
ap aches, Cat ley, Peterborough, a Oct 5 at 12 at offices 
cst sense m, Falmouth, Cornwall, Heber Oct 9 at 3 at effices of 
J Post Office buildings, Falmouth 
White, Jo Oct 11 at 3 at 
offices of Stokes, Priory st, Dudley, Worceste 
Williams, Charles, Pontypridd, Greengrocer. Oct 6 at 12 at offices of 
Wolstenholme, Thomas Crompton, Bolton, Cabinet Maker. Oct 8 at 3 
at offices of Dawson, Wood st, Bolton 
Oct 8 at 12 at offices of 
Jeffery, Market sq, Northampton 
Middleton and Sons, Park row, 
Wright, Murrell — rd, Harness Maker. Oct 11 at 11 at offices of 
10 at 2 at offices of King, North buildings, Finsbury circus 
Young, Matthew, Chorlton-upor-Medlock, Lancashire, Draper. Oct 


Sot 29, 1877. 
George Walter, Leather lane, Holborn, Chemist. Oct 8 at 3 
the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Hazeldine, Cheapsi: 
Porter, Charles, Brockle hill, Wilts, out of business. 
Oct 18 
at }1 at offices of Tornbull and Tiley, Ghureh st, West H ol 
Robinson, Annie, 
Oct 11 at 3 
at Temple chambers, Oak st, Crewe Town 
Hoddersfi 
Oct 5 at 10 at offices of 
Tucker, Charles Eugene, Laurence Pountney lane, Engineers’ Fur- 
Walters, Richard, Bilston, Stafford, Greengrocer. Oct 6 at 11 at offices 
Cathedral gateway, Peterborough 
» Sedgley, Stafford, Licensed haat 
Cooke, Market st, Pontypridd 
Wood, Charles, Northampton, Plumber. 
Wood, nae | Leong = York, Bootes, Oct 10 at 11 at offices of 
, Bedfi 
Yetts, Arthur Muskett, Deptford, Auctioneers’ Managing Clerk. Oct 
10 at 3 at offices of Heath and Sons, Swan st, Manchester 








WIPE YOUR FEET. 
BEST DOOR MATS 
TRELOAR AND SONS, 


69, LUDGATE HILL, LONDON, E.C 





PAINLESS DENTISTRY. 
MR, G. H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIST, 

57, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, LONDON 
(Immediately opposite the British Museum), 


Has obtained Her Majesty’s Royal Letters Patent for his perfectly 
painless systern of adapting 


(Prize Medal, London and Paris) 


ARTIFICIAL TEETH sy ATMOSPHERIC PRESSURE. 
Pamphlet Gratis and Post-free. 





EDE AND SON 


ROBE a DN MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench 
Corporation of London, &c. 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL’S DITTO, 
CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS &C 
ESTABLISHED 1689, 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 





NE PENNY PER FOLIO. ABSTRACTS 
ONE PENNY PER —-. ~r of Costs. 
ONE PENNY PER FfOLi 
QNE PENNY PER FOL: Fair Oc Copy. 
Hoover & Sons, 69, Ludgate-hill. 





LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON and 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE, 
No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 


ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, begs to 

direct the attention of the Legal Profession to the advantages 

cf his long experience of upwards of thirty years, in the special in- 

ertion of all pro forma notices, &c., and hereby solicits their continued 

yapport.—N.B. One copy of advertisement only required, and the strictest 

care and promptitude assured. Officially stamped forms for adverstise 
ment and file of *‘ London Gaztte” kept, By appointment. 





ALKER’S ORYSTAL CASE WATCHES are 

superseding all others.—Prize Medals, London, 1862; Paris, 
1867. Gold from £15 15s.; Silver from £6 6s.—68, Cornhill ; 230 
Regent-stree 76, Strand 


PARTRIDGE & COOPER, 
WHOLESALE AND RETAIL STATIONERS 
192, Fleet-atreet, and | & 2, Chancery-lane, London, E.C. 


Carriage paid to the Country on Orders queceding 20s. 

Drart Pow 5s., 6s. 6d., 78. 6d,, 78. 9d.,and 9s. 9d. per 

Brier Parez, 15s. 6d., 17s. aoe we and 23s. 6d. ee 

Foorscar Paper, 10s. ‘éd., 14s. 6d., and 18s. 6d. per ream. 

Cream-Laip Note, 33., 45.8 and 5a. per ream. 

Gar@et CazaM-LalD Nore, 4s. 6d., 6s. 6d., and 8s. per ream, 

Lare@e Buve Norz, 3s. 6d., 4s. 6d., and és. 6d. per ream 

Enve.orss, CREAM OR Buve, 3s, 9a., 4s. 6d., and 6s. 6d. ‘per 1000. 

THE “TeMPLe” ENVELOPE, extra secure, 9s. 6d. per 1000, 

FoonscaP OrrictaL Enve.orss, ls. 9d. per 100. 

Parteipes & Coorzr’s Vettum Wove Crvs-Hovse Nortz, 9s. 6d. per 
ream. Thisincomparable Paper has raised up a host of worthless 
imitations. Purchasers are icularly requested to observe that 
each sheet bears the facsimile water-mark, ‘‘ PARTRIDGE 
COOPER’S VELLUM-WOVE CLUB-HOUSE™ PAPER,” withou 
which none is genuine. 

InDENTURE Sxins, Printed and Machine-ruled, 2s. 5d, each, 28s. 
doz., 1358, per roll. 

—- on Fottowens, Ruled, 2s, 1d, each, 24s. per dozen, 115s, pe 





Recorps om Memosiats, 8d, each, 78. 6d. per dozen, 
Ledgers, Day Books, Cash Books, Let‘er or Minute Books. 
An immense stock in various bindings. 


The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1867. 


Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the shortest notice 











The BOOKS and FORMS kept in stock for immediate ure 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily printed 
in the properform for registration and distribution. SHARE CER- 
TIFICATES, DEBENTURES, 5 Se engraved and printed. OFFICIAL 

S designed and executed No charge for sketches. Com- 
panies Fee Stamps Railway Registration Forms. 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO. 
(Late ASH & FLINT), 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents. ~4 49, Fleet 
* street, London, E.C. (corner of Serjeants’-in a 


Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 





YATES & ALEXANDER, 
PRINTERS, LITHOGRAPHS, STATIONEKS, 


CHANCERY-BUILDINGS, 23, CHANCERY-LANE 
LONDON, 
Every description of Printing. 
Judicature Affidavits Catalogues 
Magazines 
Circulars 





Sieh eee Gt wae eenage ere ae 
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Iypra Orerce, 26th September, 1877. 
HE SECRETARY of STATE for INDIA in 
COUNCIL gives notice that he will be prepared to receive. on 
Toestey, 3 the 9th October, at or before Twelve o’clock, Tenders for a 
Loan of $3,000,000, for seven years, on security of Debentures (traus- 
erable by delivery), to be issu2d under the provisions of the Act 40 & 
41 Vict., cb. 51, such Debentures to be of the respective amounts of 
£1,000 and £500, and to bear Interest at the rate of Four Pounds per 
cent. per annum, payable, by Coupons attached, half-yearly at the 
Bank of En land, on the 16th February and the 16th August in each 

bear. The tures to be paid off-at par on the 16th August, 1884. 

The Tenders to be for the whole or any part of such Loan, but not 
for sums of less than £500, to state what — of money will be 
given for every £100 of the said Loan, and to specify the Debentures 
required whether of £1,000 or £500 each. Tenders at a price includ 
fractions of a ae See eee wi'l not be 
— ebay, Be various prices must be mad> out and 

"Each. pt ae: Tender is tot be delivered in 
pore ge at the the Chied Cashier’s Office, Bank of Englaad, and the amount 
of Loan subscribed for to be written on the outside of the Tender. 

A Deposit of £5 per cent, upon the amount of Loan tendered for 

the same time, be paid at the same Office, to be returned in 
the event of the Tender not being casey my and _— tendering 
must be careful net to inclose the Deposit in the der. 

So much of the amount tendered and accepted tobe p moe at the Bank 
of England on account of the Secretary of State for India in Council, 
on Tuesday, the 16th October, 1877, as, when added to the Deposit paid 
on the Tenders oe delivered, will leave Seventy-five Pounds for 
every One Hundred Pounds of the Loan, to be paid as under, viz. :— 

£25 per cent. on Taeedaye the 6th November, 1877; 
— per cent. on Tuesday, the 4th Decembar, 1877 ; : 
os cent. on Friday, the 4th January, 1878 
but a. who so desire may pay up in full, and will be allowed a 
discount at the rate of Four Pounds per cent, per annum upon the 
anticipated payments. 

The first Coupon, payable on the 16th February, 1878, will be for six 
months’ Interest. 

In the event of the receiptof Tenders (at or adove the minimum 

xed by the Secretary of Stata for India in Council on the 
9th October) for alarger amount than that proposed to be raised, 
the tenders at the lowest prics oe A will be subject to a pro rata 
diminution. No allotment will be made of a less amount than ae 

Due notice will be given when the Receipts are reaty, anf 
a ail when he pene have been | The Serip 

be delivered only to or to their order, 
at the Chiet Cashier's Ofos atthe Bank of Eeslandy, te be delivered 
up in exchange for the Debentures when prepared. 
No Tender Sealer wih bo teatined Ghar Bwebes choos: on Wen: ead 9th day 
of October, nor unless upon a printed Form, which must not be in- 
closed in an envelope. 

Forms of Tender may be obtained at the Chief Cashier’s Office, Bank 
of England, or of Mr. peo ge yen the Broker to the Secretary of 
State for India in Council, 16. morton. 


, . Sea's 


LOUIS MALLET. 


William T. T Brand, Esq. 
| eee S- a Burn. 
W. Campbe 


| George B. ‘Dewhurst, Esq. 


| Henry Goschen, Esq. 





G™ ee” FIRE AND LIFE OFPICE. 
1, Lombard-street, London, E.C. 
naaniien 1821. Subscribed Capital, Two Millions, 
DIRECTORS. 

Cuarnman—G. J.. Shaw Lefevre, Esq., M.P. 

Deruty-CaaisMan—Richard M. asa, Esq. 
Henry Hulse Berens, Esq. 
Henry Bonham-Carter, Esq 


Frederick H. Janson, Esq. 
Charles Wm. Curtis, Esq. 


Beaumont W. Lubbock, Esq. 
Charles F. Devas, Esq. John B. Martin, E: 
Sir bey “ Farquhar, Bart. Hy. John Sormen, tq. 
Alban G. H. le Augustus eae, 7 


Esq. William Ste 
Archibald Hamilton, Esq. John G. Talbot, ; Ba M.P. 
Thomson Hankey, Esq., M.P. Henry Vigne, Esq. 
MANAGER OF Fiaz Derantuent—F. J. Marsden. 
AcTuaRY AND SEcReTanY—T. G. C. Browne. 

Share Capital at present paid up and eins os £1,000,000 

Total Funds... ow £2,961,000 

Total Annual Income upwards ee peu ove £440,000 

N.B.—Fire Policies which expire at Michaelmas should be renewed 

at the Head Office, or with the Agents, on or before tbe 13th of Ocober. 





AW UNION FIRE and LIFE INSURANCE 
COMPANY. Chief Office—126, Chancery-lane, London, W.C 
The Funds in hand and Capital subseribed amount to upwards of 
£1,400,000 sterling. 
Chairman—James Cuppon, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Goldsmith-build- 
ing, Temple. 
Deputy-Chairman—C. rac ysern Esq. (Lee & Pembertons), Solicitor 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
be 4 description of Fire and Life Insurance business transacted. 


irectors invite attention to the new form of Life P. 
is free from all conditions. am eae 


The Company advances Money on Mor e of Life Interest and 
Reversions, whether absolute or contingent. “ps 


Prospectuses, Copies of the Directors’ Report, and Annual Balance 
Sheet, and every information, sent post free, on application to 


FRANK M'GEDY, Actuary and Secretary. 


CCIDENT INSURANCE. COMPANY 


(Limited), 7, Bank-buildings, Lothbury, E.C. 
General pro addy lech: Personal | Injaries, 
Railway Accidents. 





ey a 
C. ING, Manager. 


Rt. Hon. John G. Hubbard, M.P, 





HE LONDON ASSURANO] 
(Incorporated by Royal Charter, a.p. 1720.) 
FOR FIRE, LIFE, AND MARINE ASSURANCES, 
Head Office :—No. 7, ROYAL EXCHANGE, LONDON, E.c, ~ 


West-Enp AGENTS : 
Messrs. Gainpiay & Co., 55, Parliamentestreet, 8.W. 


Governor—EDWARD BUDD, Esq. 
Sub-Governor—MARK WILKS COLLET, Esq. 
Deputy-Governor—WILLIAM RENNIE, Esq. 


Directors. 
i. Gough ae y 
oy el mines Louis Hath, Esq. 
Henry J. B. Kendall, Esq. 
Charles Lyall, Esq. 
ll, Esq. Capt. R. W. Pelly, R.N. 
David Powell, q 
Robert B. Dobree, Esq. P. F. Robertson, 
Robert Ryrie, le 
os P. 4-4 sq. 
Leop mour. 
Lewis A. Wallace, Esq. 
William B. Watson, Esq. 
Solicitors. 


Messrs. Johnsons, Upton, Budd, & se Collyer-Bristow,. 
Atkey, 20, Austinfriars. & Russell, 4, Bedford-row. 





Edwin Gower, Esq. 


NOTICE is hereby given that the fifteen days of grace allowed : 
renewal of Michaelmas Policies will expire on 14th Ostober. 


The Directors invite applications for Agenc ies 
Prospectuses, copies of the Fire, Life, and Marine Accounts, and’ 
other information can be had on application. 


JOHN P. LAURENCE, Secretar; 


eta REVERSIONARY INTERES 
SOCIETY, 





24, LINCOLN’S-INN-FIELDS, W.0. 


Cuarmman—aAlfred H. Shadwell, Esq. 
Depory-Cuairnman—H. Cecil Raikes, Esq., M.P. 

Reversions and Life Interests purchased. Immediate and Defe 
Annuities granted in exchange for Reversionary and Contingent 
terests. 

Loans may also be obtained on the security of Reversions. 

Annuities , Immediate; Deferred, and Contingent, and also Endo 
ments granted on favourable terms. 


Prospectuses and Forms of Proposal, and all further information, u 
behad at the offiee, ’ 
OC. B. CLABON, seceetanil 


'NHE AGRA BANK (LIMITED 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000. 


HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LON: Se 


Braneues in oneg + > Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurraches, Ags 
Lahore, Shangh ai, Hong Kong. 7 
Ourrent Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms et 
tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the cre 
balance does not fall below £100. 


Deposits received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz. :—=_ 
At 5 per cent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal 
For shorter periods deposits will be received on terms to be ag 
upon, 

Bri1ts issued at the current exchange ofthe day on any of the Bran¢ 
“ ae Sa free of extra charge ; and approved bills purchased or 

or collection. 


Saces anp Purcwases effected in British and foreign securitie 
— India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same und 
taken. 

Interest drawn, and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions re 

Every other description of banking —— and money agen 
British and Indian, transacted. HOMSON, Chairm 


ae 








O SOLICITORS and OTHERS.—Messrs. Ray 
& Co., beg to call the attention of the Profession to the facilit 
afforded by their instrumentality of investing large sums of money @ 
estates or rates for any length of time, at from 33 per cent., and on Vv. 
favourable conditions for Solicitors. Established over thirty 1 
and amount of loans negotiated: now exceed £20,000,000.—3, Westa 
ster-Chambers, Westminster Abbey, London, S.W. 





ESSRS. DEBENHAM,TEWSON & FARMER’ 
LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES to beSOLD or ey inela 
Landed Estates, Town and Country Residences, 
— Farms, og Rents, Rent Charges, coe Por 
vestments generally ublished on the oirat ny 
be may be obtained, free Oe ¢ ve ss thewed ree: 80. Cheapside, B. 
cra Daa by psn emer roeeuens Pecan Sa 
not later t vious.to 

of the preceding month. oe 7 








